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FINAL 
C I T Y  C O U N C I L 

 
C I T Y  O F  W I C H I T A 

K A N S A S 
 
City Council Meeting City Council Chambers 
09:00 a.m. January 4, 2011 455 North Main 

 
OPENING OF REGULAR MEETING 

 
-- Call to Order 
 
-- Invocation 
 
-- Pledge of Allegiance 
 
-- Approve the minutes of the regular meeting on December 28, 2010 
 
 
 
 

 
OATH OF OFFICE 

 
-- Swearing in of Interim District III Council Member 

(Oath of Office administered by Judge Jennifer Jones) 
 
 
 
 

 
AWARDS AND PROCLAMATIONS 

 
None  

 
 

I.  PUBLIC AGENDA 
 
NOTICE: No action will be taken relative to items on this agenda other than referral for information.  Requests to appear will be placed on a “first-

come, first-served” basis.  This portion of the meeting is limited to thirty minutes and shall be subject to a limitation of five minutes for 
each presentation with no extension of time permitted.  No speaker shall be allowed to appear more frequently than once every fourth 
meeting.  Members of the public desiring to present matters to the Council on the public agenda must submit a request in writing to the 
office of the city manager prior to twelve noon on the Tuesday preceding the council meeting.  Matter pertaining to personnel, litigation 
and violations of laws and ordinances are excluded from the agenda.  Rules of decorum as provided in this code will be observed. 

 
1. Christopher May - Requesting revisions to City Ordinance regarding Street Vendors. 

 
 
 
 
 
COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 
II. UNFINISHED COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 
 None 
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January 4, 2011 
 
 
 

 
III. NEW COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 
1. International Association of Firefighters Fact-Finding. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: At the conclusion of the hearing the City Council finds that it is in the public 
interest, including the interest of public employees that the contract’s terms be 
the same as the immediately proceeding contract. 

2. Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Analysis of Impediments and authorize submission to the U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). 

3. Pawnee and Broadway Intersection Improvement. (District III) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the project, place the amending ordinance on first reading and authorize 
the necessary signatures. 

4. Harry and Broadway Intersection Improvement. (Districts I and III) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the project, place the amending ordinance on first reading and authorize 
the necessary signatures. 

(9:30 a.m. or soon thereafter) 
5. Public Hearing: Repair or Removal of Dangerous and Unsafe Structures.  (Districts I, III, and IV) 

Property Address Council District 
a. 1715 North Chautauqua I 
b. 2564 South Holyoke  (four-plex)  III 
c. 1313 West 55th Street South (commercial building) IV 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Close the public hearing, adopt the resolutions declaring the building a dangerous 
and unsafe structure, and accept the BCSA recommended action to proceed with 
condemnation, allowing 10 days to start demolition and 10 days to complete 
removal of the structure.  Any extensions of time granted to repair the structure 
would be contingent on the following: (1) All taxes have been paid to date, as of  
January 4, 2011; (2) the structure has been secured as of  January 4, 2011 and 
will continue to be kept secured; and (3) the premises are mowed and free of 
debris as of January 4, 2011, as will be so maintained during renovation. 
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January 4, 2011 
 

 

 
COUNCIL BUSINESS SUBMITTED BY CITY AUTHORITIES 
 
PLANNING AGENDA 

 
NOTICE:  Public hearing on planning items is conducted by the MAPC under provisions of State law.  Adopted policy is that additional hearing on 

zoning applications will not be conducted by the City Council unless a statement alleging (1) unfair hearing before the MAPC, or (2) 
alleging new facts or evidence has been filed with the City Clerk by 5p.m. on the Wednesday preceding this meeting.  The Council will 
determine from the written statement whether to return the matter to the MAPC for rehearing. 

 
IV. NON-CONSENT PLANNING AGENDA 

 
1. ZON2010-00041 – Zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-5”) to TF-3 Two-Family Residential 

(“TF-3”), generally located on the northeast corner of University Avenue and All Hallows Avenue.  (District IV)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 1) Adopt the findings of the MAPC, approve the zone change, place the 
ordinance on first reading and authorize the Mayor to sign the ordinance 
(requires a three-fourths majority vote); OR 2) Override the recommendation of 
the MAPC and deny the zone change (requires a two-thirds majority vote); OR  
3) Return the application to the MAPC for reconsideration. 

  

V.  CONSENT PLANNING AGENDA (ITEMS 1 THROUGH 3) 
 

1. *No Protest Agreement for Future Paving Requirements for SUB2010-00061- Lot Split of the Westwood 
Addition located south of Maple and west of Hoover.  (District V) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Agreement. 

2. *ZON2010-00042 – City zone change from TF-3 Two-family Residential (“TF-3”) to GC General Commercial 
(“GC”); generally located east of Grove Avenue, on the southwest corner of Green and 13th Streets North. 
(District I) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt the findings of the MAPC, approve the zone change subject to the 
provisions of Protective Overlay #248, authorize the Mayor to sign the ordinance 
and place the ordinance on first reading (simple majority required). (An override 
of the Planning Commission’s recommendation requires a two-thirds majority 
vote of the City Council on the first hearing.) 

3. *ZON2010-00043-City Zone Change from SF-Single-Family Residential to LC Limited Commercial, with a PO 
Protective Overlay, generally located east of Ridge Road, south of Maple Street. (District V) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt the findings of the MAPC, approve the zone change subject to the 
provisions of Protective Overlay #249, authorize the Mayor to sign the ordinance 
and place the ordinance on first reading (simple majority required). 
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HOUSING AGENDA 

 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Housing Authority for consideration and action on the items on this Agenda, 

pursuant to State law, HUD, and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion. 

Fern Griffith, Housing Member is also seated with the City Council. 
 

VI. NON-CONSENT HOUSING AGENDA 
 
 None 
 

 
VII. CONSENT HOUSING AGENDA 

 
 None 
 
 
 
AIRPORT AGENDA 
 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Airport Authority for consideration and action on items on this Agenda, pursuant 

to State law and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and adjourned at the 
conclusion.   

 
VIII. NON-CONSENT AIRPORT AGENDA 

 
 None 
 
 
 

IX. CONSENT AIRPORT AGENDA (ITEMS 1 AND 2) 
 

1. *Taxiway A1 Extension and Apron - Change Order No. 2 - Colonel James Jabara Airport. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the change order and authorize the necessary signatures.  

2. *Mid-Continent Drive and Bridge Rehabilitation - Change Order No. 2 - Mid-Continent Airport. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the change order and authorize the necessary signatures.  
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COUNCIL AGENDA 

 
X.  COUNCIL MEMBER AGENDA 

 

None 

XI. COUNCIL MEMBER APPOINTMENTS 
 

1. Board Appointments.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Appointments. 

 

 
XII. CONSENT AGENDA (ITEMS 1 THROUGH 14) 

 
1. Report of Board of Bids and Contracts dated January 3, 2011. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file report; approve Contracts;  
authorize necessary signatures.  

2. Applications for Licenses to Retail Cereal Malt Beverages: 
 
Renewal 2011 (Consumption off Premises) 
Michelle Anthony Sunshine Energy SE160 1535 East Pawnee 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve licenses subject to Staff review and approval. 
 
 

3. Preliminary Estimates:  (None) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 

4. Statement of Costs:  
a. Statements of Costs.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve and file. 
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5. Agreements/Contracts: 
a. Working Agreement and Memoranda of Understanding for Cheney Reservoir Watershed Water Quality 

Projects.  
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Agreements/Contracts; authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
 

6. Design Services Agreements: 
a. Supplemental Design Agreement for a Multi-Use Path along I-135 to K-96, McAdams Park to Grove 

Park. (Districts I and VI)  
b. Supplemental Agreement for Design Services for improvements to the Big Slough South, south of 47th 

Street South, west of I-135 Freeway. (District III)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Agreements/Contracts; authorize the necessary signatures. 

7. Change Orders: 
a. Change Order No. 1: Nomar International Market. (District VI)  
b. Change Order No. 3: Paving and Drainage Improvement in Cedar View Village Addition, east of 

Greenwich, south of Kellogg. (District II)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Change Orders and authorize the necessary signatures. 

 
8. Minutes of Advisory Boards/Commissions 

 
Board of Park Commissioners, December 7, 2010 
Board of Park Commissioners, December 20, 2010 
Police and Fire Retirement System, November 17, 2010 
Wichita Employees Retirement System, November 17, 2010 
Wichita Transit Advisory Board, December 10, 2010 
Wichita Board of Appeals of Refrigeration, Air-Conditioning, Warm Air Heating and Boiler, October 28th, 2010 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 
 
 

9. Exchange of Property along Union Pacific Rail Corridor for the Heartland Preparedness Center Project.  
 (District I) 
 
 RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Budget and the Easement Exchange Agreement and authorize the  
     necessary signatures.
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10. Proposed 2011 Contracted Street Maintenance Program.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the 2011 Contract Street Maintenance Program. 

11. Support of Sedgwick County's application for Juvenile Accountability Block Grant (JABG) funding.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the waiver of funding and authorize the appropriate signatures on the 
letter of support. 

12. 2011 Narcotic Seizure Fund Budget.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt the Narcotic Seizure Fund budget. 

13. Contract Renewal with Sedgwick County for Housing First Funding.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the contract agreement renewal and authorize the necessary signatures. 

14. 2011 Senior Wednesday Program-WATER Center. (District III)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve receipt of the grant award. 

15. Second Reading Ordinances:  (None) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt the Ordinances. 

 
Adjournment 
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                                      Agenda Item No. III-1 
 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council Members 
 
SUBJECT:    International Association of Firefighters Fact-Finding   
 
INITIATED BY:   Law Department 
 
AGENDA:   New Business 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Determine terms of the Memorandum of Agreement between the City of Wichita and 
the International Association of Firefighters, Local 135.  
 
Background:  The City of Wichita and the International Association of Firefighters have not negotiated a 
contract to succeed the contract which expired on December 25, 2009.  After an impasse in negotiations 
was declared and mediation was unsuccessful, a fact-finder was appointed; the fact-finder issued a report 
on December 3, 2010.   
 
Analysis:  By law, the City Council, or a duly authorized committee of the council, is to conduct a 
hearing in which the parties are to explain their positions.  Following the hearing, the City Council must 
determine the terms of a one-year contract, effective December 26, 2009 through December 24, 2010.  
The standard which the City Council must use to make its decision is what it deems to be in the public 
interest, including the interest of the public employees involved.  
 
Financial Considerations:  The financial implications will be presented at the hearing. 
 
Goal Considerations: Provide a Safe and Secure Community. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The hearing and decision criteria are mandated by K.S.A. 75-4332. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that, at the conclusion of the hearing the City Council 
find that it is in the public interest, including the interest of public employees that the contract’s terms be 
the same as the immediately proceeding contract.    
 
Attachments:  Report of Fact-finder. 
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         Agenda Item No. III-2 
 

 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
January 4, 2011 

 
 
    
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
    
SUBJECT:  Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 
 
INITIATED BY: Housing and Community Services Department  
 
AGENDA:  New Business 
 
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:   Approve the Analysis of Impediments and authorize submission to the U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD).   

Background:  The Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, is the dominant statute for 
the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program. It requires that each federal grantee certify to 
HUD's satisfaction that 1) the awarded grant will be carried out and administered according to the Fair Housing 
Act, and 2) the grantee will work diligently to affirmatively further fair housing. This certification to HUD may 
be implemented through the Consolidated Plan process, by developing an Analysis of Impediments to Fair 
Housing Choice (Analysis). 

Under the Consolidated Plan, HUD-funded recipients are required to: 1) examine and attempt to alleviate 
housing discrimination within their jurisdiction; 2) promote fair housing choice for all persons; 3) provide 
opportunities for all persons to reside in any given housing development, regardless of race, color, religion, sex, 
disability, familial status, or national origin; 4) promote housing that is accessible to and usable by persons with 
disabilities; 5) and comply with the non-discrimination requirements of the Fair Housing Act. 

Analysis:  The City of Wichita’s 2009-2013 Consolidated Plan was submitted to HUD in May, 2009 and was 
subsequently approved.  The Fair Housing component of the Consolidated Plan provided a brief summary of fair 
housing efforts and indicated that an update to Wichita’s 1996 Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 
would be performed.  Later, HUD officials announced that new guidance was being developed for the 
preparation of each jurisdiction’s Analysis of Impediments.  However they advised that prior to the guidance, 
jurisdictions should update their Analyses.   
 
The attached document was prepared to ensure that Wichita is in compliance with HUD expectations.  It 
represents: 1) a summary and update of the recommendations from Wichita’s 1996 Analysis of Impediments; 2) 
a review of current data regarding fair housing complaints; and 3) recommendations for the City’s continued 
practice of affirmatively furthering fair housing choice.  Following is a sample of data included in the Analysis. 
 
• The objectives and/or recommendations from the 1996 Analysis have been implemented and continue to be 

followed.  
• A review of Kansas Human Rights Commission records reflects only one housing discrimination complaint 

filed in 2008 and 2009. 
• Complaints can also be filed with HUD and according to their website, from January, 2006 through October 

23, 2009, 58 housing discrimination complaints were filed from Sedgwick County.  The majority were 
related to disabilities. 
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The Analysis also lists 14 Action Steps that relate to the prior Analysis as well as to trends identified in a current 
review of agency reports and records on fair housing issues.  Some of the Action Steps reflect continuation of 
current practices.  Following are several of the new planned actions. 
 
• Broadcast fair housing informational spots on City 7 and encourage mainstream media to do the same. 
• Convene annual meetings with agencies which are involved in housing-related services for persons with 

disabilities, to share information and resources. 
• Follow up on trends or comments identified in the City’s 2010 citizen survey. 
 
Financial Considerations:  Failure to have and follow a policy designed to affirmatively further fair housing 
choice places a jurisdiction in violation of HUD mandates for Consolidated Plan funding and could jeopardize 
future funding. 
   
Goal Impact:  Approval of the Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice will impact the Economic 
Vitality & Affordable Living goal. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the Analysis of Impediments as to 
form. 
     
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the Analysis of Impediments 
and authorize submission to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD).   
 
Attachments:  Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice.  
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INTRODUCTION AND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The city of Wichita was incorporated in 1870 and is the largest city in Kansas, with over 350,000 
residents according to 2006-2008 Census data.  It is also the (Sedgwick) County seat.  These 
facts result in many persons looking to Wichita for solutions to a variety of issues as well as for 
leadership on matters critical to achieving a high quality of life.  For these reasons and more, 
the City has prepared this Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice, to guide and 
measure efforts to ensure that all residents have access to quality housing that they can afford.  
This purpose is consistent with HUD’s Community Planning and Development (CPD) goal to 
expand mobility and widen a person’s freedom of choice. 
 
This summary details efforts which have been made in the past to identify and address 
impediments to fair housing choice.  It is designed to build upon the last analysis which was 
prepared in 1996.  Staff of the Housing and Community Services Department prepared this 
document with a careful eye toward evaluating the current state of each of the impediments 
identified previously.  The results are very encouraging. 
 
Most of the impediments have been addressed as prescribed in the original document.  
Examples include: 

 Improved communication systems have resulted in information being shared through 
partnerships with community organizations. 

 Community awareness continues to be promoted with special recognition and activities 
during Fair Housing Month (April). 

 There has been an increase in the amount of housing available for persons with low to 
moderate incomes through the Wichita Housing Authority, private tax credit-funded 
developments and revenue bond financed housing projects. 

 Partnerships include realtors and advocacy groups, as well as the local chapter of the 
National Urban League. 
 

Even with the accomplishments noted above and in the following pages, the City plans to be 
proactive in enhancing its efforts to increase fair housing choice.  The action steps listed on 
pages 22-23 outline activities that are planned to continue the momentum of the past and lay a 
foundation for even more progress.  In addition, the City is currently surveying citizens for 
feedback on a variety of City/community issues.  That survey document includes a question 
which specifically addresses barriers to housing choice.  This analysis will be updated as 
necessary when the survey results are available and when new guidance is issued by the U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). 
 
In the course of preparing this document information from the Kansas Human Rights 
Commission served as the greatest source of pride and motivation.  That document reflects that 
one housing discrimination case was filed with their agency in 2008 and none were filed 2009 
and as of September, 2010.  It is the City’s goal to maintain this record. 
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DEFINITIONS 
 
In order to achieve fair housing choice through development of the Analysis of Impediments to 
Fair Housing Choice, HUD has provided the following description of the City’s responsibility. 
 

 Conduct an analysis to identify impediments to fair housing choice within the 
jurisdiction. 

 Take appropriate actions to overcome the effects of any impediments identified through 
the analysis. 

 Maintain records reflecting the analysis and actions taken in this regard. 
 
HUD further clarifies that compliance with the above will mean that the City will: 
 

 Analyze and eliminate housing discrimination in the jurisdiction; 

 Promote fair housing choice for all persons; 

 Provide opportunities for inclusive patterns of housing occupancy regardless of race, 
color, religion, sex, familial status, disability and national origin; 

 Promote housing that is structurally accessible to, and usable by, all persons, particularly 
persons with disabilities; and, 

 Foster compliance with the nondiscrimination provisions of the Fair Housing Act. 
 

STRATEGY 
 
The City of Wichita 2010 Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice provides a review of 
current conditions impacting housing choice, it details progress made on prior analyses and it 
presents plans to continue the City’s efforts to affirmatively further fair housing.   
 
Following is a demographic overview of the Wichita community related to population, income 
and employment from American Community Survey and U.S. Census data.  A general review of 
housing conditions is also included.  Following each set of data is a brief discussion as to the 
relationship between the data and fair housing choice in Wichita.  
 

DEMOGRAPHICS 
City Overview 

 
All information is from the 2006-2008 American Community Survey, unless otherwise noted. 

 
Population Data  

 Population 
o Total: 359,306 

 Male: 49.36% 
 Female: 50.64% 
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 Median Age: 34.5 
o Population 18 years and over: 263,184 
o Population 62 years and over: 50,119 

 Race 
o White:  73.5% 
o African American: 10.9% 
o American Indian/Alaska Native: 0.7% 
o Asian/Pacific Islander: 4.6% 
o Some other race: 6.2% 
o Two or more races: 4.1% 

 Ethnicity 
o Hispanic/Latino (any race): 12.2% 

 Households 
o Total households: 147,885 

 Family households: 61.7% 
 Nonfamily households: 38.3% 

 School Enrollment 
o Total children 3 years and over enrolled in school: 98,530 

 Primary: 53.7% 
 Secondary: 21.5% 
 Post-secondary: 24.7% 

 Educational Attainment (population 25 years and over: 228,607) 
o No HS diploma or GED: 13.7% 
o HS diploma or GED: 28.6% 
o Some college: 24.2% 
o College degree (associates, undergraduate or graduate): 33.6% 

 Disability Status (2000 Census) 
o Population 5-20 years with a disability: 6,347 
o Population 21-64 years with a disability: 36,792 
o Population 65 years and over with a disability: 16,374 

 
Population Demographics Discussion Related to Fair Housing Choice 
Wichita is an average size city, though it is the largest city in the state.  Residents are equally 
split by gender which would suggest that discrepancies in access to housing by men or women 
may point to discrimination.  However other factors would need to be considered as well. 
 
Regarding race and ethnicity Wichita’s 70% white population is less than the national rate of 
77%, and its 10% African American population is less than the national rate of 14%.  Wichita’s 
12% Hispanic population is also less than the national rate of 15%.  This suggests that Wichita’s 
population is slightly less diverse than the country as a whole.  City strategies to increase fair 
housing choice based on race and ethnicity will therefore have a smaller target population but 
the size will also make implementation achievable. 
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Income Data (2008 real dollars) 

 Household Income (Total households: 147,885) 
o Less than $10,000: 7.6% 
o $10,000 to $24,999: 19.0% 
o $25,000 to $49,999: 28.9% 
o $50,000 to $99,999: 29.5% 
o $100,000 or more: 15.0% 
o Median household income: $43,935 

 Family Income (Total families: 91,281) 
o Less than $10,000: 5.0% 
o $10,000 to $24,999: 13.3% 
o $25,000 to $49,999: 24.8% 
o $50,000 to $99,999: 35.6% 
o $100,000 or more: 21.3% 
o Median family income: $57,466 
o Per capita income: $25,288 

 Other income data 
o Median nonfamily income: $28,545 
o Median earnings for male workers: $44,406 
o Median earnings for female workers: $32,122 

 Poverty 
o Families with income below poverty level: 11.6% 

 Married couple families: 5.1% 
 Female headed households: 32.5% 

o Individuals with income below poverty level: 14.9% 
 Under 18 years: 19.9% 
 18 to 64 years: 13.8% 
 65 years and over: 9.1% 

 
Income Discussion Related to Fair Housing Choice 
Unfortunately Wichita exceeds the national rates of families (11.6% vs. 9.6%) and individuals 
(14.9% vs. 13.2%) with income below the poverty level.  It can therefore be concluded that fair 
housing choice will be in many ways determined by economic conditions for many families and 
individuals in Wichita.  Strategies to address the income factor will include housing subsidies 
and other incentives, as well as continued support for the development of housing that is 
affordable for persons with low incomes.   
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Employment Data (individuals 16 years and over) 

 Labor force 
o Employed: 64.3% 
o Unemployed: 4.7% 
o Armed forces: 0.5% 
o Not in labor force: 30.6% 

 Commuting 
o Drove alone: 84.0% 
o Carpooled: 9.7% 
o Public transportation: 0.9% 
o Mean travel time to work: 17.3 minutes 

 Occupation 
o Management, professional, and related occupations: 32.9% 
o Service occupations: 15.7% 
o Sales and office occupations: 25.3% 
o Farming, fishing, and forestry occupations: 0.1% 
o Construction, extraction, maintenance, and repair occupations: 10.6% 
o Production, transportation, and material moving occupations: 15.5% 

 Class of Worker 
o Private wage and salary workers: 82.2% 
o Government workers: 12.4% 
o Self-employed workers in own non-corporate business: 5.3% 
o Unpaid family workers: 0.2% 

 
Employment Data Discussion Related to Fair Housing Choice 
Wichita’s statistics compare favorably with national figures with one significant exception.  The 
rate of workers using public transportation for work nationally is 4% while in Wichita it is 0.9%.  
This is due in large part to the limited public transportation options available in Wichita.  The 
Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (WAMPO) recently prepared and issued the 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2035.  Included in the recommendations of that Plan is a 
transition of the existing Wichita Transit radial bus network to a grid bus network.  Expanded 
service hours (later in the day and longer on weekends) are also contemplated.  The entire 
planning strategy is the result of planners working with public and private sector stakeholders 
as well as input from the general public.  Housing choices will increase when access to jobs and 
services increases, as a result of increased public transportation options. 
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Housing Profile 

 Occupancy 
o Occupied housing units: 90.2% 
o Vacant housing units: 9.8% 

 Units in Structure 
o 1-unit (attached/detached): 70.6% 
o 2 units: 3.8% 
o 3 to 9 units: 9.4% 
o 10 or more units: 12.9% 
o Mobile home: 3.3% 

 Year Structure Built 
o 2000 or later: 7.7% 
o 1980 to 1999: 26.3% 
o 1960 to 1979: 22.0% 
o 1940 to 1959: 31.9% 
o 1939 or earlier: 12.1% 

 Bedrooms 
o 0 or 1 bedroom: 16.4% 
o 2 bedrooms: 30.2% 
o 3 bedrooms: 35.5% 
o 4 bedrooms: 12.5% 
o 5 or more bedrooms: 5.3% 

 Tenure 
o Owner-occupied: 63.3% 
o Renter-occupied: 36.7% 

 Substandard Housing 
o Lacking complete plumbing facilities: 0.4% 
o Lacking complete kitchen facilities: 0.6% 
o Lacking telephone service: 6.1% 

 Occupants Per Room 
o 1.00 or less: 97.8% 
o 1.01 to 1.50: 1.7% 
o 1.51 or more: 0.5% 

 Value (owner-occupied units) 
o Less than $50,000: 10.7% 
o $50,000 to $99,999: 34.4% 
o $100,000 to $149,000: 27.5% 
o $150,000 to $199,000: 13.7% 
o $200,000 or more: 13.8% 

 Gross Rent (occupied units paying rent) 
o Less than $200: 1.3% 
o $200 to $299: 3.0% 
o $300 to $499: 26.5% 
o $500 to $749: 39.4% 
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o $750 to $999: 18.6% 
o $1,000 or more: 23.7% 

 Gross Rent as a Percentage of Household Income 
o Less than 15 percent: 13.6% 
o 15.0 to 19.9 percent: 16.1% 
o 20.0 to 24.9 percent: 11.5% 
o 25.0 to 29.9 percent: 10.2% 
o 30.0 to 34.9 percent: 9.1% 
o 35.0 percent or more: 39.4% 

 
Housing Discussion Related to Fair Housing Choice 
Just under half (44%) of the housing in Wichita was built before 1959.  Another 22% was built 
between 1960 and 1979.  The fact that two-thirds of the housing in Wichita is at least 30 years 
old may suggest that it could be functionally obsolete for current times – and with a strong 
likelihood of having lead based paint.  Fortunately, however, the rate of substandard units is 
very small and there does not appear to be an issue with overcrowding.    
 
One significant statistic in Wichita’s housing environment is the large number of people (nearly 
50%) who pay more than 30% of their income for rental housing. For persons with higher 
incomes, this amounts to a matter of choice and is not likely to create a financial hardship.  
However when lower income families pay more than 30% of their income for rent, the 
remaining household funds are often less than adequate for sustaining an acceptable quality of 
life without additional public assistance.  It is this last group which clearly presents challenges 
for the community and points to the need to continue to develop and maintain safe, affordable 
housing. 
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Overview of 1996 Analyses and Updates 
 
The City of Wichita last prepared an analysis of impediments to fair housing choice in 1996.  The 
environment was much different at that time, most notably with a much smaller population – 
304,011.  The African American population made up 12% of the total, with Hispanics making up 
5%.  The 1996 analysis reached its conclusions based on reviews of pertinent City documents 
and a limited survey of the public.  Following is a list of impediments, objectives and 
recommendations identified in the 1996 Analysis of Impediments (1996 AI), and an update on 
the status of each.  Later in this document, strategies will be presented to further enhance 
progress toward addressing these impediments. 
 
Education/Communication 
 

1. Lack of information/understanding about the City Civil Rights Programs. 
Objective: Increase public awareness of the City’s Civil Rights Office. 
Update:  The City no longer has a Civil Rights Office or a formal Civil Rights Program, 
however citizens are encouraged to contact the Urban League of Kansas and/or the 
Kansas Human Rights Commission.   

 
2. Lack of information on housing programs within the City of Wichita. 

Objective: Improve the availability of information on housing programs in the City. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation:  Develop a brochure that explains the housing programs 
available in the City of Wichita.  Update:  A brochure was developed and is widely 
distributed through the Housing and Community Services Department, City Hall, 
Neighborhood City Halls, and the Urban League of Kansas.  Brochures are also available 
in both Spanish and Vietnamese. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation: Centralize housing related functions within the City.  
Update:  Housing related functions are centralized in the Housing and Community 
Services Department.  

 
3. Many fair housing issues develop due to tenant-landlord disputes. 

Objective: Improve communication and education for tenants and landlords regarding 
fair housing issues. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation:  Educate citizens on rights and responsibilities as tenants 
and landlords.  Update:  For several years the City has contracted with the Urban League 
of Kansas to serve as a referral source for tenant-landlord questions and complaints.  
The Urban League reports that such disputes remain the most frequent complaint that 
they receive. 
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1996 AI Recommendation: Work with landlord associations to increase the number of 
responsible landlords.  Update:  The Housing and Community Services Department 
holds an annual landlord meeting during which presentations and/or information is 
available to educate landlords on the Kansas Landlord Tenant Act. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation:  Contact organizations that may assist with resolving 
problems between existing landlords/tenants, such as local mediation groups.  Update:  
As noted earlier, the Urban League of Kansas has served as the first referral source for 
complaints that are received by the City of Wichita.  In addition the Housing Choice 
Voucher program provides clients and landlords with fair housing information at the 
time of lease-up. 

 
4. Need to improve communication with neighborhood organizations on fair housing 

issues. 
Objective: Develop better communication with neighborhood organizations on fair 
housing issues. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation: Distribute information to neighborhood organizations on 
issues involving fair housing.  Update:  The City does not have a vehicle for 
communicating this specific message to neighborhood organizations however it can be 
easily incorporated through regular communication channels with individual 
organizations as well as through the local umbrella for such organizations (Wichita 
Independent Neighborhoods). 

 
5. Continued communication with realtors on fair housing issues. 

Objective: Develop better communication tools and create an on-going dialog with 
realtors on fair housing issues. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation: Distribute more information on fair housing and civil rights 
programs to realtors.  Update:  The Housing and Community Services Department works 
in partnership with local realtor organizations to highlight and provide fair housing 
information and promote fair housing practices, especially during Fair Housing Month.   

 
6. Need for information/communication on purchasing homes and lending institution 

practices. 
Objective: Encourage lending institutions to provide public with information on lending 
practices to improve public perception.  Inform public on how to access general 
information on home purchasing. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation:  Provide information to financial institutions on perception 
and offer assistance in distributing information to neighborhood organizations and non-
profit associations demonstrating their activities throughout the city.  Update: The 
Federal Financial Institutions Examination Council (FFIEC) provides information on 
lending practices in the city.  The FFIEC also maintains a database of local lenders and 
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requires these lenders to report demographic information on the loans they underwrite.  
New data is available from the FFIEC annually and will be integrated into a City database 
as it becomes available.  A link to the FFIEC will also be placed on the department’s 
website to aid the public in accessing this information. 

 
Resource Identification and Process Improvement 

 
7. The majority of housing stock has physical barriers that limit availability opportunity for 

people with disabilities. 
Objective: Increase the awareness of housing needs for people with disabilities. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation:  Examine resource options for rehabilitation of homes for 
people with disabilities.  Update:  The City makes federal funds available for home 
repair programs, which can and do address rehabilitation needs related to physical 
barriers for eligible homeowners. 

 
8. Complaint process for fair housing can be time consuming. 

Objective: Streamline complaint process to ensure most efficient method. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation: Evaluate complaint process and determine if response time 
can be improved.  Update:  Current research has failed to identify any complaints 
regarding response time relative to the complaint process.  This recommendation would 
appear to have been sufficiently addressed. 

 
9. Waiting period for public assisted housing can be extremely lengthy. 

Objective: Streamline public assistance process and increase selection to improve service 
delivery and to ensure availability of housing. 
 
2006 AI Recommendation:  Examine possibilities to increase the number of housing 
choices.  Update:  The public housing stock has increased from 573 in the early 1990’s to 
578 in 2010.  The number of units is limited by the amount of funds provided by HUD. 

 
1996 AI Recommendation: Examine possibility of privatizing current public housing.  
Update: This recommendation has not been fully explored. 

 
10. Reductions in Federal Funding for transportation. 

Objective: Ensure the needs of transit dependent riders are met. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation: Work to identify new funding opportunities, while still 
providing service throughout the community.  Update:  The City is an active partner in 
plans to develop an improved regional transit system.  This work includes applying for 
planning and implementation grants to help achieve the goal of expanded public transit 
options.   
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11. Single female head of households may have increased difficulties in fair housing 
possibilities. 
Objective: Examine the relationship between single female head of household and fair 
housing issues. 
 
1996 AI Recommendation:  Determine the need for special programs for single female 
head of household in regard to fair housing.  Update:  A review of fair housing-related 
complaints does not suggest a trend of discrimination against single female heads of 
households. However the City will continue to work with its partners to ensure that no 
such trend develops.  

 
Partnership Development 
 

12. Need for more partnerships to address fair housing issues. 
Objective: Form partnerships with external players involved with fair housing. 
 
Recommendation:  Examine the possibility of developing an on-going Fair Housing Task 
Force.  Update:  The City prefers to incorporate fair housing issues into its general 
housing business models and not set it apart. 

 
Recommendation:  Create methods to exchange information with private sector 
institutions and non-profit organizations involved with fair housing.  Update: The 
Housing and Community Services Department has strong partnerships with community 
advocates for fair housing choice, most notably the Urban League of Kansas and the 
Independent Living Resource Center.  Updates on fair housing and other related housing 
issues are exchanged on a regular basis. 

 
13. Lack of a central database of accessible housing for people with disabilities. 

Objective: Encourage the development of a centralized resource for accessible housing 
for people with disabilities. 
 
Recommendation: Contact realtors and non-profit organizations to develop a database 
of accessible properties for the disabled.  Such a database would include owner-
occupied and renter-occupied housing choices.  Update:  The Independent Living 
Resource Center (ILRC) provides information, resources and referrals related to 
accessible housing for people with disabilities. 

 
In a related action, in 2005 the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County created an Access 
Advisory Board (AAB), to address issues of accessibility of City and County property (City 
Hall, Courthouse, parks, etc.), as well as other areas of concern identified by members of 
the Board. 
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CURRENT ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS and ACTION PLAN 
 
The analysis of current impediments is based on the following sources of information: 
 
 The demographic discussion presented in this document 
 Prior impediments in the 1996 analysis 
 2006 general citizen survey results 
 Housing studies and community plans 
 Housing complaints filed with government or community agencies 

 

Action Plan to Address Demographic Impediment Summary  
 
Housing Choice – Neighborhood Diversity 
A review of housing patterns according to race and ethnicity reflects concentrations as may be 
expected as a result of cultural and other natural choice factors.  However as the charts in 
Appendix B reflect, there has been a significant deconcentration between 1990 and 2000.  This 
suggests a relaxation in barriers that previously existed for minority populations regarding 
housing choice.  No Action Plan is contemplated at this time. 
 
Housing Choice – Income 
The City of Wichita serves as the local Housing Authority and in that capacity is responsible for 
the operation of Public Housing and Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher (HCV) programs.  The 
Public Housing inventory of 578 units represents an increase of 5 units (1% of the inventory) 
since 1990.  In response to the needs of the community, half of this inventory is designated for 
persons who are disabled or over the age of 50.   
 
The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program has seen a significant increase (nearly 50%) in 
voucher allocations from 1,349 in 1992 to 2,600 in 2010.  Included in that amount are vouchers 
specifically for persons with disabilities.  Such persons receive rental vouchers from the HCV 
program and supportive services from partner agencies through the Shelter Plus Care program. 
This provides an appropriate housing option for such persons and addresses a community need. 
 
Housing Choice – Employment 
Residents who are under employed and not employed at all, have extremely limited housing 
choices.  The following is taken from the 2009-2013 Wichita Consolidated Plan. 
 
According to the HUD Metro Fair Market Area (HMFA) for Wichita, the 2010 Fair Market Rent (FMR) that includes utilities for a two-

bedroom apartment is $640.  In order to afford this level of rent and utilities without paying more than 30% of income on 

housing, a household would have to earn $2,133 per month or $25,596 annually.  Assuming a 40-hour work week in 52 weeks, 

this level of income translates into an hourly housing wage of $12.31.  This is 40% more income earned by a person working for 

the 2010 minimum wage of $7.25.   

 
Limited access to jobs via public transportation also contributes to the challenge preventing 
some persons from having complete housing choice.  The Wichita employment sector is 
dominated by the aircraft industry.  The current public bus system serves three of the four 
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largest aviation companies, but only for the first shift.  Thus persons working second and third 
shift at all companies and first shift workers at the fourth company do not have access to public 
transportation to and from their homes.   
 
Action:  The City will continue to promote its Community Action programs which are designed to 
provide job training, counseling and placement for persons who are unemployed or under-
employed, to address the housing limitations associated with low employment rates.  In 
addition the City will participate in the local review of the region’s transportation needs to 
ensure that strategies are included which will impact this population. 
 
Housing Choice – Housing Conditions 
The condition of the city’s housing stock is not cause for major alarm however its units do 
continue to age.  That aging process combined with the fact that much of the affordable 
housing stock exists in older neighborhoods where residents are most likely to be of low to 
moderate incomes, reinforces the need for continued/increased funding to make functional 
and health and safety related repairs.  This becomes an issue of economics which is a 
companion issue to the overall cost of housing, especially for those who rent property in these 
areas.   
 
Action:  The City will continue to dedicate resources for home repairs for persons who are low-
income, and to encourage continued enforcement of building codes for multi-family housing to 
ensure a continued supply of safe housing is available for all incomes. 
 

Action Plan to Address Prior Impediments 
 
The following summarizes steps the City of Wichita will take to enhance strategies which were 
put in place following development of the 1996 Analysis of Impediments. 
 
Education and Communication 
There is much anecdotal evidence to suggest that there continues to be a need for information 
regarding the protections afforded by federal fair housing laws, and that some violations may 
not be reported due to a lack of education.  That same evidence offers several theories on this 
phenomenon, primarily as it affects renters.  Many renters feel as though they have few 
options and are forced by economic factors to accept affordable housing that may be in poor 
condition – just because the rents are low.  Further, they are reluctant to report poor 
conditions for fear of retaliation by their landlords.  And finally, discriminatory encounters are 
rarely viewed as such, again pointing to the need for increased education. 
 
Action:  Run fair housing informational spots on the City’s public access TV station which has a 
large viewership. 
 
Action:  Provide the Wichita Independent Neighborhood Association with fair housing 
information and ask that they include it in their written newsletters, and in their annual training 
workshop for neighborhood leaders. 
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Action:  Provide a link on the City website to the FFIEC for lending information updates. 
 
Tenant/Landlord Disputes 
Many tenant/landlord disputes may be resolved by education of tenants and landlords.  To that 
end the City will continue current practices including annual meetings with landlords, to 
reinforce the importance of fair housing compliance. However additional action steps will be 
explored. 
 
Action:  Encourage landlords to provide tenants with fair housing information in their native 
language.  If not in all rental properties, at a minimum this should occur in properties that are 
federally subsidized through tax credits, public housing, housing choice vouchers, etc.  It should 
be noted that making this information readily available may result in fewer complaints due to 
landlord compliance. 
 
Realtors and Lenders 
In many ways the City views these industries as self-policing.  Given the national standards 
which govern professional realtors and federal regulations which govern banking institutions, 
providing information to these industries is not an issue.  However the public does need to 
know what the standards and regulations require.   
 
Action:  The City will prepare informational public service announcements with participation by 
industry representatives as appropriate.  These announcements will be scheduled for broadcast 
on the City’s public access channel.  In addition, other broadcast media will be invited to air the 
informational pieces that the City prepares. 
 
Housing for Persons with Disabilities 
The City of Wichita supports the need for housing to address the needs of persons with 
disabilities, in several ways.  The Wichita Housing Authority offers 57 units of housing that will 
accommodate persons with disabilities.  Those units generally remained leased up.  In addition, 
the City works closely with the Independent Living Resource Center which maintains a list of 
housing resources in the community that address the needs of persons with disabilities.  And 
the City funds a home repair program which can make improvements to accommodate the 
needs of persons with physical disabilities.   
 
From a policy perspective, the City provides Resolutions of Support for developers seeking tax 
credits to finance the development of affordable housing.  The City’s policy regarding tax credit 
resolutions requires a set aside of 20% of units for market rate rents.  However applications 
which propose to serve special populations, such as persons with disabilities, may receive City 
support without the market rate requirement.  Since July, 2008, the City has granted exceptions 
to market rate rent requirement for 40 units which are proposed to serve persons with 
disabilities.  This represents 6% of the total number of units receiving City resolutions of 
support during the same time period. 
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The City of Wichita also issues tax-exempt revenue bonds in support of affordable housing 
projects, which carry income requirements for tenants.  Over the past 15 years, eight 
residential projects received such support.  Additionally the City issue qualified 501(c)(3) 
revenue bonds which finance senior projects.  In the same time period, eight projects benefited 
from that support. 
 
Action:  The City will continue the above actions and additionally will explore the use of 
universal design in the development of private market housing. 
 
Funding for Affordable Housing and Related Services 
Most of the funding available in the community to provide affordable housing for any 
populations is federal, although state-issued federal tax credits are another source.  Local 
revenues are not directly involved in housing finance although there are tax rebate incentives 
available for persons who invest in housing in the core of the city.  The rebate policy has been 
used extensively by nonprofit developers of single family homes which are purchased by low to 
moderate income buyers.  The tax rebate not only provides an incentive to purchase and/or 
improve housing in the core of the city, but it also makes such housing affordable in the long 
run, especially for those for whom this is their first experience with homeownership. 
 
Funding also determines the availability of Public Housing and Section 8 Housing Choice 
Vouchers.  In the previous AI, the long waiting lists for these programs were identified as an 
impediment to fair housing choice.  To the extent that this is viewed as an impediment, it will 
continue to exist because of the gap between the growing number of persons in need of 
subsidized housing, and the fairly static amount of such housing.  As noted in earlier portions of 
this document, this is as much an economic/employment issue as one of housing alone.   
 
Action: The Wichita/Sedgwick County Community Action Program was transferred to the 
Housing and Community Services Department in April, 2010.  This provides an opportunity for 
the City to better coordinate job placement and employment enhancement services with access 
to affordable housing.  This opportunity will be monitored for short and long term effectiveness. 
 
Transit Dependent Housing Choice Impediments 
The impact of transit on housing choice has been demonstrated in many communities.  In 
Wichita, the link is not only to housing choice but also to employment – which impacts housing 
choice.   
 
Action:  The City’s leadership on the Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(WAMPO) will lead to identification of strategies to pursue to close the community’s local and 
regional transportation gaps, through implementation of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan 
2035. 
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2006 City of Wichita Citizen Survey Summary and Action Steps 
 
The City of Wichita conducted a citizen survey in 2006, to determine local views on a variety of 
topics.  Several questions were indirectly related to issues associated with fair housing choice.  
For instance, Wichita residents were asked to rate the community’s openness and acceptance 
of people of diverse backgrounds.  On a scale of 100 (with 100 being the best), respondents 
rated this factor at 44.  This suggests that work needs to be done to improve understanding and 
relationships between people of different backgrounds. 
 
The citizen rating of access to affordable quality housing was 50 on a scale of 100.  Specific 
housing needs were not identified in this survey however indicators in the 2006 United Way 
Community Needs Assessment clearly point to subpopulations who have affordable housing 
needs, many of whom are among the FHEO’s protected classes.  (See housing study discussion 
below). 
 
On the same 100 point scale, citizens gave public transit services low ratings regarding ease of 
bus travel (32) and in terms of quality (36).  This is also mentioned as a concern in the United 
Way Community Needs Assessment.  The consistency with which these issues are expressed by 
citizens, serves to validate the need to explore strategies to address the role and impact of 
public transit in the employment and housing choices that Wichita residents make. 
 
Action:  The City of Wichita Citizen Survey is being repeated in 2010 and questions have been 
added which are specifically related to fair housing issues.  (See Appendix C)  Once the results 
have been tallied, appropriate steps will be taken to address citizen concerns which emerge 
from this data. 
 
Housing Studies/Community Plans and Action Steps 
 
The primary source document for housing plans is the Consolidated Plan.  The current plan 
covers the period 2009-2013 and identifies a number of strategies to address the availability 
and location of affordable housing.  Priority needs were identified through citizen surveys and 
housing was the top priority.  From that general priority designation, single and multi family 
rent and mortgage subsidies were among the sub-activities associated with housing as a 
priority. 
 
Another very valuable planning document is developed by the United Way of the Plains.  The 
United Way periodically conducts a community needs assessment – the 2010 assessment is 
underway.  The last published community needs assessment (2006) identifies affordable 
housing as having the second largest percentage of responses to the question of the three most 
important community, health and human service needs.  The respondents narrowed the focus 
to housing needs for children, seniors, disabled, homeless, and victims of domestic abuse. 
While this assessment does not point to fair housing issues in the most traditional sense, it does 
provide additional support for the need to address affordable housing for special populations 
including some in the protected classes. 
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Housing Complaints Filed with Government or Community Agencies and Action Steps 
 
The Kansas Human Rights Commission is one of the resources available to local residents in 
Wichita, for filing housing discrimination complaints.  No housing complaints were filed with 
that Commission from Wichita in fiscal year 09 and one was filed in fiscal year 08.   
 
Kansas Legal Services data was also reviewed to determine the extent of housing cases filed 
with that agency.  Their 2009 annual report reflects that housing cases made up only 5% of 
their total caseload.  Following is a chart taken from that 2009 annual report. 
 

 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 2004 2003 
Advice & Brief Service  837  721  900  1,161  1,262  1,495  1,452  
Representation  169  160  44  47  49  73  50  
Other Service  365  149  78  94  140  274  264  
Mediation  3  6  6  12  15  4  8  
Total  1,374  1,036  1,028  1,314  1,466  1,846  1,774  
 

This chart reflects an overall decrease in the total number of housing cases over the report 
periods, although there have been fluctuations. 
 
Complaints filed through the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Office 
of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity is another source for information on housing 
discrimination in this community.  Their records reflect that for the period January 1, 2006 
through October 23, 2009, 58 housing discrimination complaints were filed from Sedgwick 
County.  While the numbers are not staggering, of significance for planning purposes, are the 
complaint categories.  In this three and one-half year period, the largest complaint category 
(37%) is related to disabilities. The next largest complaint category (21%) was for race 
discrimination– African American or Black.  
 
The number of disability-related complaints in the HUD data, coupled with concern expressed 
in local community feedback regarding the housing needs of this population, suggests a need to 
develop strategies to focus on such housing needs.    
 
The Urban League of Kansas is a HUD-approved Housing Counseling Agency and provides 
another option for residents of Wichita.  In 2009, the Urban League reported receipt of over 
800 rental housing-related inquiries.  Most were from people seeking information regarding 
their rights in landlord/tenant disputes, many of which have reached the point of eviction.  A 
significant number of requests were for information on the Kansas Landlord Tenant Act. 
 
Action:  The City will seek opportunities to distribute landlord tenant act information using the 
City’s public access channel and neighborhood association newsletters.  Additionally, all City-
funded rental agencies and/or properties will be required to provide tenants with information 
on tenant rights. 
 
Action:  The Housing and Community Services Department will convene annual meetings with 
agencies which are involved in housing related services for the disabled population, to share 
information and resources. 
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CONCLUSIONS 
 

Evidence presented in this analysis supports the local belief that while not perfect, the Wichita 
community does not face insurmountable impediments to fair housing choice.  The community 
dynamics and demographics have made for a gradual integration of persons in protected 
classes, into the community’s housing options.  As demonstrated in this document, the success 
Wichita has experienced is the result of intentional efforts on the part of the City of Wichita and 
its community partners, to create an open living environment. 
 
It is with that same sense of intentionality that the City will continue to take the action steps 
described herein and summarized in Appendix A, and to monitor reports which are generated 
by our partners at the local, state and federal levels. 
 
It should be noted that while the City will take the lead in many of these areas, it is clear that 
the importance of fair housing choice is not limited to City or other government-funded 
programs.  Fair housing is the law for everyone.  That message and theme will continue to 
permeate the City’s approach to identification and elimination of impediments to fair housing 
choice. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note:  Staff of the City of Wichita Housing and Community Services Department prepared this 
document by researching available data and materials.  As soon as the U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban Development provides additional and updated guidance regarding 
preparation of the Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice, this report will be updated 
with opportunities for community input.  However the City has determined that to engage the 
community in a process which could change within months could create confusion and perhaps 
reduce the level of involvement during a second outreach effort.  
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City of Wichita Action Steps 
 
Housing Choice-Employment 
Action:  The City will continue to promote its Community Action programs which are designed to 
provide job training, counseling and placement for persons who are unemployed or under- 
employed, to address the housing limitations associated with low employment rates. 
 
Housing Choice-Housing Conditions 
Action:  The City will continue to dedicate resources for home repairs for persons who are low-
income, and to encourage continued enforcement of building codes for multi-family housing to 
ensure a continued supply of safe housing is available for all incomes. 
 
Education and Communication 
Action:  Run fair housing informational spots on the City’s public access TV station which has a 
large viewership. 
 
Action:  Provide the Wichita Independent Neighborhood Association with fair housing 
information and ask that they include it in their written newsletters, and in their annual training 
workshop for neighborhood leaders. 
 
Action:  Provide a link on the City website to the FFIEC for lending information updates. 
 
Tenant/Landlord Disputes 
Action:  Encourage landlords to provide tenants with fair housing information in their native 
language.  If not in all rental properties, at a minimum this should occur in properties that are 
federally subsidized through tax credits, public housing, housing choice vouchers, etc.  It should 
be noted that making this information readily available may result in fewer complaints due to 
landlord compliance. 
 
Realtors and Lenders 
Action:  The City will prepare informational public service announcements with participation by 
industry representatives as appropriate.  These announcements will be scheduled for broadcast 
on the City’s public access channel.  In addition, other broadcast media will be invited to air the 
informational pieces that the City prepares. 
 
Housing for Persons with Disabilities 
Action:  The City will continue to waive market rate requirements in resolutions of support for 
tax credit projects which will house persons with disabilities, and additionally will explore the 
use of universal design in the development of private market housing. 
 
Action:  The Housing and Community Services Department will convene annual meetings with 
agencies which are involved in housing related services for persons with disabilities, to share 
information and resources. 
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Funding for Affordable Housing and Related Services 
Action: The Wichita/Sedgwick County Community Action Program was transferred to the 
Housing and Community Services Department in April, 2010.  This provides an opportunity for 
the City to better coordinate job placement and employment enhancement services with access 
to affordable housing.  This opportunity will be monitored for short and long term effectiveness. 
 
Transit Dependent Housing Choices 
Action:  The City’s leadership on the Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(WAMPO) will lead to identification of strategies to pursue to close the community’s local and 
regional transportation gaps, through implementation of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan 
2035. 
 
Citizen Surveys 
Action:  The City of Wichita Citizen Survey was repeated in 2010 and questions have been added 
which are specifically related to fair housing issues.  Once the results have been tallied, 
appropriate steps will be taken to address citizen concerns which emerge from this data. 
 
Housing Studies and Community Plans 
Action:  The City will seek opportunities to distribute landlord tenant act information using the 
City’s public access channel and neighborhood association newsletters.  Additionally, all City-
funded rental programs and/or properties will be required to provide tenants with information 
on tenant rights. 
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Housing Trends for Hispanic Population 
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Housing Trends for Black Population 
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Housing Trends for Asian & Pacific Islander Population 
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2010 Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice-FINAL 12-15-10 Page 27 

 

2010 City of Wichita Citizen Survey 
 
 
Question re Fair Housing Perception 
 
To what degree, if at all, do the following barriers exist regarding housing choices in Wichita: 
 

 Not a 
problem 

Minor 
problem 

Moderate 
problem 

Major 
problem 

Don’t 
Know 

 1 2 3 4 5 

Cost of housing      

Distance to employment      

Location of public transportation      

Lack of accessibility for the disabled      

Language barriers      

Unfair lending practices      

Discrimination on the basis of gender      

Discrimination on the basis of age      

Discrimination on the basis of number of children      

Discrimination on the basis of race and ethnicity      

Discrimination on the basis of familial status      

 

APPENDIX C 
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Agenda Item No. III-3 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
TO:      Mayor and City Council 
    
SUBJECT:   Pawnee and Broadway Intersection Improvement (District III) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:   New Business 
 
 
Recommendations:  Approve the project. 
 
Background: The 2009-2018 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) adopted by the City Council includes 
a project to improve the intersection of Pawnee and Broadway.  On March 3, 2010, the District III 
Advisory Board sponsored a neighborhood hearing on the project.  The Board voted 9-0 to recommend 
approval of the project.  
 
Analysis:   The intersection will be reconstructed to replace the pavement and upgrade the traffic signals 
to include audible pedestrian signals and countdown pedestrian indications. Construction is planned to 
begin in 2011.  Two-way traffic will be maintained throughout the project. 
 
Financial Considerations: The CIP budget is $2,125,000, with $1,325,000 paid by the City and 
$800,000 paid by Federal grants administered by the Kansas Department of Transportation.  The funding 
source for the City share is General Obligation Bonds.  The City Council previously approved $125,000 
for design and right of way. 
 
Goal Impact: This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by improving traffic flow and safety 
at a major intersection. 
 
Legal Considerations: The ordinance has been approved as to form by the Law Department. 
 
Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the project, place the 
amending ordinance on first reading and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Map, CIP sheet and ordinance.
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132019 

Published in the Wichita Eagle on January 14, 2011 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 48-924 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 48-693 OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS DECLARING THE INTERSECTION 
OF PAWNEE AND BROADWAY (472-84881) TO BE A MAIN 
TRAFFICWAY WITHIN THE CITY OF WICHITA KANSAS; 
DECLARING THE NECESSITY OF AND AUTHORIZING CERTAIN 
IMPROVEMENTS TO SAID MAIN TRAFFICWAY; AND SETTING 
FORTH THE NATURE OF SAID IMPROVEMENTS, THE 
ESTIMATED COSTS THEREOF, AND THE MANNER OF 
PAYMENT OF THE SAME. 

 
 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 SECTION 1.  SECTION 2 of Ordinance 48-693 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 
“SECTION 2.  It is hereby deemed and declared to be necessary by the governing body of the 
City of Wichita, Kansas, to make improvements to the intersection of Pawnee and Broadway 
(472-84881) as a main trafficway in the following particulars: 
 
The design, construction of a roadway, acquisition of right-of-way, relocation of utilities, 
installation of traffic signals, and landscaping, as necessary for a major traffic facility.” 

 
 SECTION 2.    SECTION 3 of Ordinance No. 48-693 is hereby amended to read as follows:   
  
 “SECTION 3. The cost of the construction of the above described improvements is estimated to be 
Two Million One Hundred Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars ($2,125,000) exclusive of the cost of interest 
on borrowed money.  To the extent the cost of such improvements is not paid by Federal Grants 
administered by the Kansas Department of Transportation, the City of Wichita, Kansas, is authorized to 
issue general obligation bonds to pay such costs under the authority of K.S.A. 12-689 up to a maximum 
amount of $2,125,000, exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed money.”   
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SECTION 3.  The original SECTIONS 2 and 3 of Ordinance No. 48-693 are hereby repealed. 
 
       SECTION 4.  That the City Clerk shall make proper publication of this ordinance, which shall be 
published once in the official City paper and which shall be effective from and after said publication. 
 
 
 
 
PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 11th day of January, 2011. 
 
 
 
 
       ___________________________   

          Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
(SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:       
 
______________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf 
Director of Law 
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Agenda Item No. III-4 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
TO:      Mayor and City Council 
    
SUBJECT:   Harry and Broadway Intersection Improvement (District I and III) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:   New Business 
 
 
Recommendations:  Approve the project. 
 
Background: The 2009-2018 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) adopted by the City Council includes 
a project to improve the intersection of Harry and Broadway.  On March 1, 2010, the District I Advisory 
Board sponsored a neighborhood hearing on the project.  The Board voted 10-0 to recommend approval 
of the project.  On March 3, 2010, the District III Advisory Board sponsored a neighborhood hearing on 
the project.  The Board voted 9-0 to recommend approval of the project.  
 
Analysis:   The intersection will be reconstructed to replace the pavement, construct left turn lanes in all 
directions and upgrade the traffic signals. Construction is planned to begin in 2011.  Two-way traffic will 
be maintained throughout the project. 
 
Financial Considerations: The CIP budget is $1,825,000, with $825,000 paid by the City and 
$1,000,000 paid by Federal grants administered by the Kansas Department of Transportation.  The 
funding source for the City share is General Obligation Bonds.  The City Council previously approved 
$325,000 for design and right of way. 
 
Goal Impact: This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by improving traffic flow and safety 
at a major intersection. 
 
Legal Considerations: The ordinance has been approved as to form by the Law Department. 
 
Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the project, place the 
amending ordinance on first reading and authorize the necessary signatures. 

 
Attachments:  Map, CIP sheet and ordinance.
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132019 

Published in the Wichita Eagle on January 14, 2011 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 48-925 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 48-692 OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS DECLARING THE INTERSECTION 
OF HARRY AND BROADWAY (472-84880) TO BE A MAIN 
TRAFFICWAY WITHIN THE CITY OF WICHITA KANSAS; 
DECLARING THE NECESSITY OF AND AUTHORIZING CERTAIN 
IMPROVEMENTS TO SAID MAIN TRAFFICWAY; AND SETTING 
FORTH THE NATURE OF SAID IMPROVEMENTS, THE 
ESTIMATED COSTS THEREOF, AND THE MANNER OF 
PAYMENT OF THE SAME. 

 
 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 SECTION 1.  SECTION 2 of Ordinance 48-692 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 
“SECTION 2.  It is hereby deemed and declared to be necessary by the governing body of the 
City of Wichita, Kansas, to make improvements to the intersection of Harry and Broadway (472-
84880) as a main trafficway in the following particulars: 
 
The design, construction of a roadway, acquisition of right-of-way, relocation of utilities, 
installation of traffic signals, and landscaping, as necessary for a major traffic facility.” 

 
 SECTION 2.    SECTION 3 of Ordinance No. 48-692 is hereby amended to read as follows:   
  
 “SECTION 3. The cost of the construction of the above described improvements is estimated to be 
One Million Eight Hundred Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars ($1,825,000) exclusive of the cost of interest 
on borrowed money.  To the extent the cost of such improvements is not paid by Federal Grants 
administered by the Kansas Department of Transportation, the City of Wichita, Kansas, is authorized to 
issue general obligation bonds to pay such costs under the authority of K.S.A. 12-689 up to a maximum 
amount of $1,825,000, exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed money.”  SECTION 3.  The original 
SECTIONS 2 and 3 of Ordinance No. 48-692 are hereby repealed. 
 
       SECTION 4.  That the City Clerk shall make proper publication of this ordinance, which shall be 
published once in the official City paper and which shall be effective from and after said publication. 
 
PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 11th day of January, 2011. 
 
 
       ___________________________ 

          Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
(SEAL) 
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:       
 
______________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf 
Director of Law 
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          Agenda Item No.  III-5 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   Repair or Removal of Dangerous & Unsafe Structures 
   (Districts I, III and IV) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Central Inspection 
 
AGENDA:  New Business 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
Recommendations: Adopt the resolution. 
 
Background: On November 23, 2010, a report was submitted with respect to the dangerous and unsafe 
conditions on the properties listed below.  The Council adopted a resolution providing for a public 
hearing to be held on the condemnation actions at 9:30 a.m. or soon thereafter, on January 4, 2011.     
   
Analysis: On November 1, 2010, the Board of Code Standards and Appeals (BCSA) held hearings on the 
properties listed below 
 
 Property Address     Council District 
 a.  1715 North Chautauqua     I 
 b.  2564 South Holyoke  (fourplex)               III 
 c.  1313 West 55th Street South (commercial building)             IV 
   
Detailed information/analyses concerning these properties are included in the attachments. 
 
Financial Considerations:  Structures condemned as dangerous buildings are demolished with funds 
from the Office of Central Inspection Special Revenue Fund contractual services budget, as approved 
annually by the City Council.   This budget is supplemented by an annual allocation of federal 
Community Development Block Grant funds for demolition of structures located within the designated 
Neighborhood Reinvestment Area. Expenditures for dangerous building condemnation and demolition 
activities are tracked to ensure that CCiittyy  CCoouunncciill  RReessoolluuttiioonn  NNoo..  RR--9955--556600,,  wwhhiicchh  lliimmiittss  OOCCII  eexxppeennddiittuurreess  
ffoorr  nnoonn--rreevveennuuee  pprroodduucciinngg  ccoonnddeemmnnaattiioonn  aanndd  hhoouussiinngg  ccooddee  eennffoorrcceemmeenntt  aaccttiivviittiieess  ttoo  2200%%  ooff  OOCCII''ss  ttoottaall  
aannnnuuaall  bbuuddggeetteedd  SSppeecciiaall  RReevveennuuee  FFuunndd  eexxppeennddiittuurreess,,  iiss  ffoolllloowweedd..    Owners of condemned structures 
demolished by the City are billed for the contractual costs of demolition, plus an additional $500 
administrative fee.  If the property owner fails to pay, these charges are recorded as a special property tax 
assessment against the property, which may be collected upon subsequent sale or transfer of the property.   
 
Goal Impact:  This agenda item impacts the goal indicator to Support a Dynamic Core Area and Vibrant 
Neighborhoods.  Dangerous building condemnation actions, including demolitions, remove blighting and 
unsafe buildings that are detrimental to Wichita neighborhoods. 
 
Legal Considerations:  Pursuant to State Statute, the Resolutions were duly published twice on 
November 26, 2010 and December 3, 2010.  A copy of each resolution was sent by certified mail or given 
personal service delivery to the owners and lien holders of record of the described property. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council close the public hearing, adopt the 
resolutions declaring the buildings to be dangerous and unsafe structures, and accept the BCSA 
recommended actions to proceed with condemnation, allowing 10 days to start demolition and 10 days to 
complete removal of the structures.  Any extensions of time granted to repair any structures would be 
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contingent on the following: (1) All taxes have been paid to date as of January 4, 2011; (2) the structures 
have been secured as of January 4, 2011, and will continue to be kept secured; and (3) the premises are 
mowed and free of debris as of January 4, 2011, and will be so maintained during renovation. 
 
If any of the above conditions are not met, the Office of Central Inspection will proceed with demolition 
action and also instruct the City Clerk to have the resolutions published once in the official city paper and 
advise the owner of these findings. 
 
Attachments:  Memorandums to Council, case summaries, and resolutions.  
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DATE: December 16, 2010 
 

         CDM SUMMARY 
 

         COUNCIL DISTRICT # I 
 
ADDRESS:  1715 N. CHAUTAUQUA 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  LOTS 59 AND 61, ON MT. OLIVE, NOW CHAUTAUQUA AVENUE, 
WOODRIDGE PLACE ADDITION, WICHITA, SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS 
 
DESCRIPTION OF STRUCTURE:  A one story frame dwelling about 37 x 28 feet in size.  Vacant 
for at least 2 years, this structure has a cracking concrete block foundation; missing vinyl siding; 
and the rear porch is deteriorated. 
 
Description of dangerous or unsafe condition(s):  The property is found to be dangerous and unsafe 
because of the following conditions: 
 
A.  Those, which have been damaged by fire, wind, want of repair, or other causes so as to have 
become dangerous to life, safety, morals or the general health and welfare of the occupants or the 
people of the city. 
 
B.  The structure fails to provide the necessities to decent living, which makes it, unfit for human 
habitation. 
 
C.  Those whose use, equipment or want of good housekeeping constitutes a decided fire or safety 
hazard to the property itself or its occupants or which presents a decided fire or safety hazards to 
surrounding property or a menace to the public safety and general welfare. 
 
City Ordinance states that any one of the above categories is just cause to declare the building a public 
nuisance and shall be repaired or demolished. 
 
 
 
 
_______________________________                                               ______________________ 
Superintendent of Central Inspection             Date 
Enforcing Officer 
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DATE: December 16, 2010  
 
BCSA GROUP # 4 
 
ADDRESS:  1715 N. CHAUTAUQUA 
 
ACTIVE FIELD FILE STARTED: January 23, 2008 
 
NOTICE(S) ISSUED: Since January 23, 2008, a notice of improvement and several violation 
notices have been issued.  On March 1, 2010, a Tall Grass and Weeds case was initiated on this 
property resulting in City of Wichita contractor abatement.   
 
PRE-CONDEMNATION LETTER:  August 4, 2009 
 
TAX INFORMATION: The 2007, 2008 and 2009 taxes are delinquent in the amount of $677.28, 
which includes interest. 

 
COST ASSESSMENTS/DATES: None 
 
PREMISE CONDITIONS:  Minor debris and vinyl siding.      
 
VACANT NEGLECTED BUILDING REPORT:  Pending case 
 
NUISANCE ABATEMENT REPORT: Weed cutting on June 23, 2010, in the amount of $123.00, 
which is pending assessment. 
 
POLICE REPORT:  From May 5, 1991 through December 10, 2007, there have been twelve 
reported police incidents at this location including; (2) burglary residence, battery, weapons other, 
unlawful possession narcotics, disorderly conduct other, auto license violation, (3) other destruction 
of property, other miscellaneous offenses and larceny b all other.   
 
FORMAL CONDEMNATION ACTION INITIATED: April 26, 2010  
 
RECENT DEVELOPMENTS: No repairs have been made and the structure is secure.   
 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION REPORT:  No impact 
 
OWNER'S PAST CDM HISTORY:  None 
 
BOARD OF C.S.&A. RECOMMENDATION:  At the September 13, 2010, BCSA hearing Alvin 
Robinson, owner, was present as the representative for this property. 
 
There has been an active case on this property since January 23, 2008.  Several Notices of 
Improvement and Notices of Violation have been issued.  A Tall Grass & Weeds case was initiated 
on March 1, 2010; this resulted in City abatement.  A Pre-condemnation Letter was issued on 
August 4, 2009.  The 2007, 2008, and 2009 taxes are delinquent in the amount of $668.57.  There are 
no Special Assessments against the property.  The premise condition currently has bulky waste, 
debris, and tall grass and weeds.  There is a pending Neglected Building case on this property.  
Formal condemnation action was commenced on April 26, 2010.  Although no repairs have been 
made, the structure is secure. 
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Mr. Robinson told the Board that he had inherited the property from his deceased father.  Upon 
first receiving title to the property, Mr. Robinson said he had received estimates for repairing the 
structure.  Since the cost for repairs was prohibitive, Mr. Robinson decided to sell the property.  
After contracting with a buyer for the property, Mr. Robinson discovered that there was a lien on 
the property involving his personal financial circumstances.  The lien was subsequently removed 
after Mr. Robinson’s attorney verified that the lien had been placed against the property in error.  
While the issue with the lien was being resolved, the sale of the property fell through; the house was 
also broken into, and the plumbing and air conditioning unit was stolen.  Unable to repair the 
structure due to financial constraints and personal health problems, Mr. Robinson acknowledged 
that the house had continued to deteriorate.  He stated that he was still trying to find a buyer for 
the property.   
 
Board Member Hartwell made a motion to allow until the regular November meeting from Mr. 
Robinson to repair, sell or demolish the structure, or the property will be referred to the City 
Council with a recommendation of condemnation, with ten days to being wrecking the building and 
ten days to complete the demolition.  Board Member Youle seconded the motion.  
 
Mr. Robinson asked if he would have to pay for razing the structure if the City Council condemned 
it.  Ms. Legge explained that the costs associated with demolition would be billed to him as the 
property owner.  If he was unable to  pay the fees, they would be assessed against the property.  
Additionally, Ms. Legge mentioned that the overall cost would likely be more expensive if the City 
handled the demolition due to the requirement for an asbestos survey, and the hiring of an asbestos 
removal contractor if asbestos is present.  In response to Mr. Robinson’s inquiry about the 
possibility of locating potential buyers for properties such as his, Mr. Schroeder replied that there 
were entities that were interested in redevelopment of substandard housing.  He told Mr. Robinson 
that he would try to provide some contact information of various organizations that might be 
interested in purchasing the property. 
 
With no further discussion, Chairman Hentzen repeated the motion and requested a vote.  The 
motion was approved. 
 
At the November 1, 2010, BCSA hearing there was no one present as a representative for this 
property. 
 
Ms. Legge informed the Board that an attorney for Mr. Alvin Robinson, the property owner, had 
notified Central Inspection by letter that Mr. Robinson no longer had interest in the property.   
 
Board Member Harder made a motion to submit the property to the City Council with a 
recommendation of condemnation, with ten days to initiate demolition, and ten days to finish the 
removal of the structure.  Board Member Crotts seconded the motion.  The motion was approved. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION/REMARKS:  Adopt the recommendation of the Board of Code 
Standards and Appeals.  However, any extensions to repairs would be providing that all provisions of 
City Council Policy 33 are complied with.  If any of these conditions are not met, staff is directed to 
proceed to let for bids to demolish the structure. 
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DATE:  December 16, 2010 
 

         CDM SUMMARY 
 

         COUNCIL DISTRICT # III 
 
ADDRESS:  2564 S. HOLYOKE (fourplex) 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  LOT 37, BLOCK G, PLANEVIEW SUBDIVISION NO. 1 BEING A 
SUBDIVISION IN SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 28 SOUTH, RANGE 1 EAST OF THE 6TH 
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS 
 
DESCRIPTION OF STRUCTURE:  A one story frame dwelling about 113 x 34 feet in size.  Vacant 
and open, this structure has missing vinyl siding; badly worn compostion roof with holes; and the 
rear enclosed porch has collasped. 
 
Description of dangerous or unsafe condition(s):  The property is found to be dangerous and unsafe 
because of the following conditions: 
 
A.  Those, which have been damaged by fire, wind, want of repair, or other causes so as to have 
become dangerous to life, safety, morals or the general health and welfare of the occupants or the 
people of the city. 
 
B.  The structure fails to provide the necessities to decent living, which makes it, unfit for human 
habitation. 
 
C.  Those open to unauthorized persons or those permitted to be attractive to loiterers, vagrants, or 
children. 
 
D.  The building has parts, which are so attached that they may fall and injure other property or 
the public. 
 
E.  Those whose use, equipment or want of good housekeeping constitutes a decided fire or safety 
hazard to the property itself or its occupants or which presents a decided fire or safety hazards to 
surrounding property or a menace to the public safety and general welfare. 
 
City Ordinance states that any one of the above categories is just cause to declare the building a public 
nuisance and shall be repaired or demolished. 
 
 
 
 
_______________________________                                               ______________________ 
Superintendent of Central Inspection             Date 
Enforcing Officer 
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DATE: December 16, 2010  
 
BCSA GROUP # 4 
 
ADDRESS:  2564 S. HOLYOKE (fourplex) 
 
ACTIVE FIELD FILE STARTED: June 15, 1977 
 
NOTICE(S) ISSUED: This property was the subject of previous condemnation and Minimum 
Housing Code court actions in the 1990’s.  Exterior repairs were completed to remove the structure 
from condemnation consideration, and a Minimum Housing Code court case was closed in 1997.  A 
Minimum Housing Code case was re-initiated on the property in February 2000.  Since February 
2000, several notice of improvements and numerous violation notices have been issued.  In January 
2009, a Neighborhood Nuisance Enforcement case was initiated on this property resulting in owner 
compliance.  In March 2010, a Neighborhood Nuisance Enforcement case was started on this 
property and remains open.  In addition, there is Residential Zoning case and Building Complaint 
case open on this property.  Uniform Criminal Complaints have been issued regarding the property 
and it has been the subject of Neighborhood Court.   
 
PRE-CONDEMNATION LETTER:  April 13, 2010 
 
TAX INFORMATION: The 2006, 2007, 2008 and 2009 taxes are delinquent in the amount of 
$1,816.27, which include interest.  

 
COST ASSESSMENTS/DATES: None 
 
PREMISE CONDITIONS:   Fencing, wooden pallets, bulky waste, construction debris and a trailer 
filled with salvage metal, which appear to belong to the owner of 2564 S. Holyoke, are stored on the 
vacant lot north of this property.  
 
VACANT NEGLECTED BUILDING REPORT:  Pending case 
 
NUISANCE ABATEMENT REPORT:  None 
 
POLICE REPORT:  From April 18, 1993 through March 1, 2002, there have been seven reported 
police incidents at this location including; burglary non residence, disorderly conduct other, (2) 
other miscellaneous offenses and (2) miscellaneous reports.  
 
FORMAL CONDEMNATION ACTION INITIATED: April 26, 2010  
 
RECENT DEVELOPMENTS:  The expired building permit was reopened on November 15, 2010.   
Repairs are in progress, however some repairs do not meet code.  Central Inspection Building staff 
opened a complaint case on December 10, 2010, due to repairs being made beyond the scope of the 
issued permit.  On December 15, 2010, Building Supervisor, Darlene Hultman, met with the 
owner’s father Mr. Fred Mitchell to discuss repairs.   
 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION REPORT: No impact 
 
OWNER'S PAST CDM HISTORY:  None 
 
BOARD OF C.S.&A. RECOMMENDATION:  At the September 13, 2010, BCSA hearing Fred 
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Mitchell and his son, Fred Deon Mitchell, were present as representatives for this property. 
 
Since June 15, 1977, Central Inspection has had cases on this property.  Numerous improvement 
and violation notices have been issued.  In January of 2009, a Neighborhood Nuisance Enforcement 
case was started, resulting in owner compliance.  In March of 2010 a new Neighborhood Nuisance 
Enforcement case was begun and remains open at this time.  A Pre-condemnation Letter was issued 
on April 13, 2010.  The 2006, 2007, 2008, and 2009 taxes are delinquent in the amount of $1,589.30.  
There are no Special Assessments against the property.  There is bulky waste, trailers, and tall 
grass and weeds on the premises.  There is a pending Neglected Building case on the property.  
Although a permit was issued for repairs on the structure and roofing repairs were in progress, the 
area Neighborhood Inspector had questions about the materials being used.  The concern was 
referred to the Building Section of Central Inspection for investigation.  The Neighborhood 
Inspector could not ascertain whether the property was secure.   
 
Mr. Mitchell (father) told the Board that most of the debris had been removed from the site and the 
building had been secured.  He brought pictures of the site to show the Board.  The wood, Mr. 
Mitchell (father) said, was building material that he had purchased from Boeing Surplus.  Mr. 
Mitchell (father) said he needed more time to complete the repairs.   Since he also had a job, he 
could only make progress on the structure as his time was available.   
 
Chairman Hentzen asked what would be done with the materials in the pick-up bed.  Mr. Mitchell 
(father) said he did “scrap metalling” for different construction companies as a means to make a 
living, and the materials in the pick-up bed were scrap metal materials.  The larger trailer in front 
of the structure was full of debris and would be taken to the dump. 
 
Board Member Harder made a motion to grant until the November meeting for the taxes to be 
paid, and for Mr. Mitchell (father) to return with a plan of action for the property, keeping the site 
secure and clean in the interim.  Board Member Youle seconded the motion.  The motion was 
approved. 
 
At the November 1, 2010, BCSA hearing Fred L. Mitchell, father of the owner, was present. 
 
At the September 13, 2010, hearing, this property was first presented to the Board.  At that 
meeting, Fred L. Mitchell, father of the owner, and Fred Deon Mitchell, the owner, attended on 
behalf of the property.  At that time, a motion was approved by the Board to allow until the 
regularly scheduled November hearing for the delinquent taxes to be paid and for a plan of action 
for the repair of the property to be established; the site was to be maintained in a clean and secure 
condition in the meantime. 
 
The 2006, 2007, 2008, and 2009 taxes are delinquent in the amount of $1,808.26, including interest.  
There are no Special Assessments against the property.  All other violations remain, and there is a 
trailer filled with trash and bulky waste on the site.  The building permit has expired.  The north 
unit is not secure; it has an open window and the rear door is open.  The owner of a neighboring 
property has complained that trash and debris from the four-plex has sometimes been dumped on 
his property.   
 
Mr. Fred Mitchell told the Board that he had talked to staff at Sedgwick County and was prepared 
to make a payment on the delinquent taxes.  He said that all of his income had gone into the 
property and was draining him financially.  Mr. Mitchell informed the Board that he has redecked 
a portion of the roof and has repaired some of the windows; some of the rotted wood has also been 
replaced.   
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Board Member Willenberg made a motion to refer the property to the City Council with a 
recommendation of condemnation, with ten days to start wrecking the structure and ten days to 
finish the demolition.  Board Member Harder seconded the motion.  The motion carried.   
Ms. Legge explained the formal condemnation procedure to Mr. Mitchell, including the 
approximate time line before the property would be placed on the City Council Agenda. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION/REMARKS:  Adopt the recommendation of the Board of Code 
Standards and Appeals.  However, any extensions to repairs would be providing that all provisions of 
City Council Policy 33 are complied with.  If any of these conditions are not met, staff is directed to 
proceed to let for bids to demolish the structure. 
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DATE: December 16, 2010 
 

         CDM SUMMARY 
 

         COUNCIL DISTRICT # IV 
 
ADDRESS:  1313 W. 55TH S 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  THE EAST 10 ACRES OF THE WEST 30 ACRES OF THE NORTH 
HALF OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 28 SOUTH, RANGE 1 
EAST OF THE SIXTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS 
 
DESCRIPTION OF STRUCTURE:  A two story frame commercial building about 30 x 60 feet in 
size.  Vacant for at least 1 1/2 years, this structure has rotted and missing wood siding; sagging and 
badly worn composition roof, with holes; deteriorated front porch; dilapidated rear porch, with 
collapsing stairs and landing; and the wood trim and framing members are rotted. 
 
Description of dangerous or unsafe condition(s):  The property is found to be dangerous and unsafe 
because of the following conditions: 
 
A.  The building has parts which are so attached that they may fall and injure other property or the 
public. 
 
B.  Those structurally unsafe and liable to fall or collapse or that having vertical structural 
members or supports that lean, list or buckle to an extent that safety is questionable. 
 
C.  Those, which have improperly distributed loads upon the floors or roofs or in, which the same 
are overloaded or which have insufficient strength to be reasonably safe for the purpose used. 
 
D.  Those, which have become or are so dilapidated, decayed, unsafe, unsanitary or which so utterly 
fail to provide the habitation, or are likely to cause sickness or disease, so as to work injury to the 
health, morals, safety or general welfare of those living therein. 
 
E.  Those having light, air, and sanitation facilities which are inadequate to protect the health, 
safety or general welfare of human beings who live or may live therein. 
 
City Ordinance states that any one of the above categories is just cause to declare the building a public 
nuisance and shall be repaired or demolished. 
 
 
 
 
_______________________________                                               ______________________ 
Superintendent of Central Inspection             Date 
Enforcing Officer 
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DATE: December 16, 2010 
 
BCSA GROUP # 3 
 
ADDRESS:  1313 W. 55TH S 
 
ACTIVE FIELD FILE STARTED: January 25, 2010 
 
NOTICE(S) ISSUED: Since January 25, 2010, an advisory letter was issued.  In July 2002, April 
2004, April 2006 and July 2006, Environmental cases were initiated on this property resulting in 
City of Wichita contractor abatements.  In February 2003 an Environmental case was initiated 
resulting in owner compliance.  In July 2009, a Tall Grass and Weeds case was initiated resulting in 
City of Wichita contractor abatement.  On January 20, 2010, an Environmental case was started 
and remains open.  It should be noted that this property was previously in condemnation.  Due to 
sufficient exterior repairs the case was closed and returned to regular building code enforcement on 
May 21, 2002.   
 
PRE-CONDEMNATION LETTER:  January 25, 2010 
 
TAX INFORMATION: Current 

 
COST ASSESSMENTS/DATES: There is a 2005 special assessment for lot cleanup in the amount 
of $651.83, two 2006 special assessments for weed cutting in the amount of $116.50 each, 2007 
special assessment for weed cutting in the amount of $116.50 and 2010 special assessment for weed 
cutting in the amount of $132.54, all include interest.   
 
PREMISE CONDITIONS:  Tree debris  
 
VACANT NEGLECTED BUILDING REPORT:  Active case 
 
NUISANCE ABATEMENT REPORT:  Lot cleanup on August 12, 2004, in the amount of $564.26, 
weed cutting on April 19, 2006, in the amount of $111.64 and July 12, 2006 in the amount of 
$111.64; all include interest.  Weed cutting on August 13, 2009, in the amount of $128.29.   
 
POLICE REPORT:  None 
 
FORMAL CONDEMNATION ACTION INITIATED: March 29, 2010  
 
RECENT DEVELOPMENTS:  No repairs have been made and the rear door is unsecure.     
 
On July 29, 2010, Central Inspection staff received correspondence from the Wichita Police 
Department regarding this property being unsecured.  As of September 9, 2010, the collapsed 
staircase has been removed all other violations remain unmet and the structure is secured.   
 
OWNER'S PAST CDM HISTORY:  None 
 
BOARD OF C.S.&A. RECOMMENDATION:  At the June 7, 2010, BCSA hearing Kevin Massey 
attended the hearing.  
 
An active case was begun on this property in January 2010.  A previous condemnation case was 
initiated against this property, but repairs had progressed far enough that the case was removed 
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from the condemnation list.  A Tall Grass and Weeds Case in 2009 was resolved by contractor 
abatement through the City of Wichita.  There is an active Neglected Building Case on the 
property. A Pre-condemnation Letter was issued on January 25, 2010. 
The 2009 taxes are delinquent in the amount of $1,906.72, including interest; a 2010 Special 
Assessment for weed mowing was assesed against the property in the amount of $132.54.  No 
repairs have been made to the structure; the exterior staiway is collapsing and is dangerous; the 
structure is secure.  There is bulky waste and trash on the premise due to illegal dumping. 
 
Mr. Massey explained that he had received a call from his father, Norman Massey, asking that he 
attend the Board Meeting in his father’s behalf since the elder Mr. Massey was unable to attend. 
 
Mr. Van Zandt explained that the owners of the property had requested that the notice for tax 
purposes be sent to Mr. Norman Massey, who actually has no legal interest in the property and is 
not registered as a legal owner. 
 
Board Member Coonrod made a motion that the Board allow Mr. Massey to reappear before the 
Board at the next regularly scheduled meeting with a clarification of the Masseys’ interest in the 
property and/or a plan of action for the property, or the property will be referred to the City 
Council for condemnation, with ten days to start wrecking the structure and ten days to complete 
the removal.  Board Member Harder seconded the motion.  The motion was carried. 
 
At the July 12, 2010, BCSA  hearing Norman Massey, owner of the property, was present. 
 
Presented to the Board at the June 5, 2010, hearing, the property was represented by Mr. Massey’s 
son.  At that time, the Board approved a motion to allow until the regularly scheduled July meeting 
for the owner or his representative to appear before the Board with a clarification of ownership 
and a plan of action for the property.   
 
The Sedgwick County Real Estate Records show the property was owned by an individual (Mr. 
Julius), who sold the property to another party (Mr. Trotter), who then sold the property to Mr. 
Massey.  Mr. Massey has not received clear title to the property because the proper documentation 
has not been received by the Sedgwick County Registrar of Deeds for the sale of the property from 
Mr. Julius to Mr. Trotter.   
 
No repairs have been made to date.  There are delinquent taxes in the amount of $1,917.00; a 
Special Assessment for weed mowing in the amount of $132.54 has been assessed against the 
property.   
 
Mr. Massey said he had hired an individual to clean up the property; he had gone by the site the 
morning of the July hearing and discovered that the premise had not been cleaned.  Mr. Massey 
explained that he had paid the delinquent taxes and Special Assessment.  Asked by Board Member 
Harder what he planned to do with the property, Mr. Massey responded that he intended to clean 
up the property and put it up for sale.  In reply to the amount of time needed for cleaning up the 
site, Mr. Massey said it would be completed by the end of the week.  Board Member Crotts stressed 
to Mr. Massey the importance of getting the title work cleared. 
 
Board Member Youle made a motion to allow until the September Board meeting for Mr. Massey 
to get the title cleared and determine a plan of action for the property, maintaining the site in a 
clean and secure condition in the meantime, and then reappear before the Board with an update.  
Board Member Hartwell seconded the motion.  The motion carried. 
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At the September 13, 2010, BCSA hearing the property owner, Norman Massey, was present. 
 
This property was first presented to the Board at the June 7, 2010, hearing, and again at the July12, 
2010, hearing.  Mr. Norman Massey was present at the July hearing when the motion was approved 
by the Board to allow until the regular September meeting for Mr. Massey to get the issues with the 
title cleared, determine a plan of action for the building, and reappear before the Board with an 
update, maintaining the site in a clean and secure condition in the interim. 
 
The taxes are current; there is a 2010 Special Assessment for weed cutting in the amount of 
$132.54.  The premise condition is maintained.  On July 29, 2010, Central Inspection staff received 
correspondence from the Wichita Police Department that the property was unsecured.  As of 
September 9, 2010, the collapsed staircase had been removed, the structure was secure, but no 
other violations had been corrected. 
 
Mr. Massey explained that the issues with the title had been rectified, and that he had filed the 
proper paperwork with the Sedgwick County Real Estate office.  He said he had cleaned up the 
property and placed it on the market for sale.  In the meantime, Mr. Massey said he had also 
contacted an architect that was in the process of putting together some options for potential use of 
the structure.   
 
Board Member Youle made a motion to allow until the regular November meeting for Mr. Massey 
to research his options for the structure, reappearing before the Board at that time to provide a 
definite course of action and an estimate of cost.  In the event that Mr. Massey does not return to 
the November hearing with a viable plan for the building, the property will be submitted to the City 
Council with a recommendation of condemnation, with ten days to begin razing the structure, and 
ten days to finish the removal of the building.  Board Member Harder seconded the motion.  The 
motion passed without opposition. 
 
At the November 1, 2010, BCSA hearing the owner of the property, Norman Massey, was present. 
 
This case was before the Board in June 2010 for the first time, and again in July and September of 
2010.  At the September hearing, Mr. Massey was instructed by the Board to explore the options 
available to him for the building, and report back with a definite course of action at the November 
regular monthly meeting.   
 
The taxes are current; there are no Special Assessments against the property.  At the last site 
inspection done on October 26, 2010, some tree debris was noted, and the rear door of the building 
was open.  No repairs had been done. 
 
Presenting his plan for the property, Mr. Massey said he had put the property up for sale and had a 
contract that is supposed to close on November 12, 2010.  If, for some reason, the sale does not go 
through, Mr. Massey told the Board that he would demolish the structure.   
 
Board Member Harder made a motion to refer the property to the City Council with a 
recommendation of condemnation should the property not be sold or demolished as stated.  Board 
Member Coonrod seconded the motion.  The motion carried. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION/REMARKS:  Adopt the recommendation of the Board of Code 
Standards and Appeals.  However, any extensions to repairs would be providing that all provisions of 
City Council Policy 33 are complied with.  If any of these conditions are not met, staff is directed to 
proceed to let for bids to demolish the structure. 
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ZON2010-00041   
Wichita City Council – January 4, 2011  Page 1 
 
 

         Agenda Item No. IV- 1 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   ZON2010-00041 – Zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-5”) 

to TF-3 Two-Family Residential (“TF-3”), generally located on the northeast 
corner of University Avenue and All Hallows Avenue. (District IV) 

 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:   Planning (Non-Consent) 
 
 
MAPC Recommendation:  Approve, vote (14-0) 
 
MAPD Staff Recommendation:  Approve 
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Wichita City Council – January 4, 2011  Page 2 
 
 

Background:  The applicant is seeking TF-3 Two-family Residential (“TF-3”) zoning for a 0.30-acre 
platted vacant lot, currently zoned SF-5 Single-family Residential (“SF-5”), located on the northeast 
corner of University Avenue and All Hallows Avenue.  The applicant proposes to develop the site with a 
duplex.  The Unified Zoning Code (UZC) defines a duplex as a lot used for “…two principal dwelling 
units within a single building.”  The code permits building heights up to 35 feet in the TF-3 district, 
which is the same maximum height allowed in the SF-5 district.  If the request were to be approved, the 
existing single lot would allow only one duplex structure with two living units or one single-family 
structure (permitted by right as TF-3 residential uses); however, it is possible to replat or lot split the 
existing 0.30-acre (or 13,068 square feet) lot into two 6,534-square foot lots that could allow two duplex 
structures (3,000 square feet minimum lot area per dwelling unit for duplex).  Even as currently zoned, 
the lot could be lot split into more than one single-family lot (3,500-square foot minimum lot area for 
single-family). 
 
Property immediately surrounding the site to the north, south, east and west is zoned SF-5, and developed 
with single-family residences.  A SF-5 zoned property to the northeast of the subject site is actually 
developed with a duplex, while property located approximately 200 feet to the west of the subject site is 
zoned TF-3, and is developed with duplexes.  Also, there is a concentration of TF-3 zoning, developed 
with duplexes located approximately 450 feet to the east and northeast of the subject site. 
 
Analysis:  At the MAPC meeting held November 18, 2010, the MAPC voted (14-0) to recommend 
approval of the request for TF-3 zoning.  The case was approved through a consent vote since no one was 
present to voice concerns on the request. 
 
During the subsequent two-week protest period following the MAPC meeting, Staff received protests within 
the 200-foot protest area.  The protests equal 38.83 percent of the total land area, which is more than the 20 
percent, requiring a ¾ majority vote by the City Council to override neighborhood protest. 
 
The case was originally scheduled to be heard by the Wichita City Council on December 21, 2010.  At the 
meeting, there were only four (4) council members present.  Since the case has a greater than twenty-percent 
protest, at least five (5) members would be needed to vote on the case.  The council decided to defer the case 
to the January 4, 2011 meeting.  
 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations in regards to the zoning request. 
 
Goal Impact:  The proposed rezoning would Promote Economic Vitality. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The ordinance has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendation/Actions: 

1. Adopt the findings of the MAPC, approve the zone change, place the ordinance on first reading 
and authorize the Mayor to sign the ordinance (requires a three-fourths majority vote); or 

2. Override the recommendation of the MAPC and deny the zone change (requires a two-thirds 
majority vote); or 

3. Return the application to the MAPC for reconsideration. 
 
Attachments: 

• MAPC Minutes 
• Protest Map 
• Ordinance 
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OCA 150004 
 

ORDINANCE NO. ___________ 
 
AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS OR DISTRICTS OF 
CERTAIN LANDS LOCATED IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHORITY 
GRANTED BY THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY UNIFIED ZONING CODE, SECTION V-C, 
AS ADOPTED BY SECTION 28.04.010, AS AMENDED. 
 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY 
OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 

 
 SECTION 1.  That having received a recommendation from the Planning Commission, 
and proper notice having been given and hearing held as provided by law and under authority 
and subject to the provisions of The Wichita-Sedgwick County Unified Zoning Code, Section V-
C, as adopted by Section 28.04.010, as amended, the zoning classification or districts of the 
lands legally described hereby are changed as follows:   
 
 

Case No. ZON2010-00041 
 

Zone change request from SF-5 Single-family Residential (“SF-5”) to TF-3 Two-family 
Residential (“TF-3”) on properties described as: 
 
Lots 46, 48 and 50; Block 2; College Green Addition, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas; generally 
located on the northeast corner of West University Avenue and All Hallows Avenue. 
 
 

SECTION 2.  That upon the taking effect of this Ordinance, the above zoning changes 
shall be entered and shown on the "Official Zoning Map" previously adopted by reference, and 
said official zoning map is hereby reincorporated as a part of the Wichita-Sedgwick County 
Unified Zoning Code as amended. 
 
 SECTION 3.  That this Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
adoption and publication in the official City paper.   

 
ADOPTED this _____ day of ___________, 201__. 

 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________      ______________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk        Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, Director of Law 
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         Agenda Item No.  V-1 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 

       
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: No Protest Agreement for Future Paving Requirements for SUB2010-00061- 

Lot Split of the Westwood Addition located south of Maple and west of 
Hoover.  (District V) 

 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA ACTION:   Planning (Consent) 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Approve the Agreement.  
 
MAPC Recommendation:  There is no MAPC recommendation associated with the Agreement.   
 
Background:  This No Protest Agreement for the paving of Carlton Drive and Meadowhaven was 
required for the approval of the Lot Split (SUB2010-00061) for Lot 1, Westwood Addition.  The Lot 
Split will allow for the development of another residential lot.  
 
Analysis:  This Agreement assures the City of Wichita that the property will be included in the 
improvement district for the paving of Carlton Drive and Meadowhaven and that the owners have 
waived their right to protest said paving.  
 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations associated with the Agreement.  
 
Goal Impact:  Approval of the Agreement will Ensure Efficient Infrastructure through the 
integration of streets, utilities and other public facilities. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The No Protest Agreement for Future Paving Requirements has been approved 
as to form by the City’s Law Department and will be recorded by the Register of Deeds. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the Agreement. 
 
Attachments:  No Protest Agreement for Future Paving Requirements  
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ZON2010-00042   
Wichita City Council – January 4, 2011  Page 1 
 
 

         Agenda Item No. V-2 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   ZON2010-00042 – City zone change from TF-3 Two-family Residential (“TF-

3”) to GC General Commercial (“GC”); generally located east of Grove Avenue, 
on the southwest corner of Green and 13th Streets North. (District I) 

 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:   Planning (Consent) 
 
 
DAB I Recommendation:  Approve. 
 
MAPC Recommendation:  Approve, vote (9-0). 
 
MAPD Staff Recommendation:  Approve. 
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ZON2010-00042   
Wichita City Council – January 4, 2011  Page 2 
 
 

Background:  The applicant is requesting GC General Commercial (“GC”) zoning on a 0.38-acre site, 
currently zoned TF-3 Two-family Residential (“TF-3”).  The proposed use is for an art studio and an 
open air retail market with outside display.  The site is located at the southwest corner of East 13th Street 
North and North Green Street, just two blocks east of North Grove Avenue.  The subject site currently is 
developed with two single-family residences, with one of those residences being vacant. 
 
Any development on the subject property will be required to meet screening, compatibility standards and 
landscaping.  For any proposed development, screening, buffer landscaping and compatibility standards 
will be required for the residential properties to the south and east.  Any existing vegetation, on the 
subject property, that is left in place after the development of the site can be used to satisfy the buffer 
landscaping requirement.  Access control would be reviewed, by the Traffic Engineer, according to the 
redevelopment of the site.  The existing drives for the existing residences on the site could be closed, by 
access control, with continuous curb according to City Standards. 
 
Property to the north of the subject site (across 13th Street) is zoned GC and is developed with a 
warehouse, with a service garage and paint shop abutting the west side of the warehouse.  Property to the 
south of the subject site is zoned TF-3 and is developed with a duplex.  To the west of the subject site the 
property is zoned LC and is currently vacant with a retail store directly west of the vacant parcel.  
Property to the east of the subject site (across Green Street) is zoned TF-3 and is developed with single-
family residences. 
 
Analysis:  At the MAPC meeting held December 2, 2010, the MAPC voted (9-0) to recommend approval 
of the request for GC zoning.  The case was a consent item for the MAPC, and no one from the public 
spoke for or against the application. 
 
At the DAB I meeting held December 6, 2010, the DAB voted unanimously to recommend approval of 
the request for GC zoning, while also recommending that a Protective Overlay be placed on the zone 
change to prohibit undesirable uses.  Staff drafted a Protective Overlay for the case and will incorporate 
the Overlay for final approval through the City Council.  The applicant did not have a problem with 
incorporating the Protective Overlay.  No one from the public spoke for or against the application. 
 
No protests have been filed on this application. 
 
The Protective Overlay that was recommended by DAB I contains the following: 
 
A. The following uses shall not be permitted:  hotel or motel; pawn shop; payday loan; rodeo; riding 

academy or stable; tattooing or body piercing facility; vehicle and equipment sales;  asphalt or 
concrete plant; vehicle storage yard; adult entertainment establishment; massage therapist/parlor; 
correctional placement residence; recycling collection station; reverse vending machine; car 
wash; convenience store;  kennel; night club; restaurant with drive-in or drive-thru facilities; 
service station; tavern and drinking establishment. 

 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations in regards to the zoning request. 
 
Goal Impact:  To promote economic vitality. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The ordinance has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendation/Actions: 

1. Adopt the findings of the MAPC, approve the zone change subject to the provisions of Protective 
Overlay #248, authorize the Mayor to sign the ordinance and place the ordinance on first reading 
(simple majority required).  
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(An override of the Planning Commission’s recommendation requires a two-thirds majority vote of the 
City Council on the first hearing.) 
 
Attachments: 

• MAPC Minutes 
• DAB Memo 
• Ordinance 
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OCA150004 
 

ORDINANCE NO. ___________ 
 
AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS OR DISTRICTS OF CERTAIN 
LANDS LOCATED IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHORITY GRANTED BY 
THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY UNIFIED ZONING CODE, SECTION V-C, AS ADOPTED BY 
SECTION 28.04.010, AS AMENDED. 

 
 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY 
OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 

 
SECTION 1.  That having received a recommendation from the Planning Commission, and 
proper notice having been given and hearing held as provided by law and under authority and 
subject to the provisions of The Wichita-Sedgwick County Unified Zoning Code, Section V-C, as 
adopted by Section 28.04.010, as amended, the zoning classification or districts of the lands 
legally described hereby are changed as follows:   
 
 

Case No. ZON2010-00042 
 

Zone change request from TF-3 Two-family Residential (“TF-3”) to GC General Commercial 
(“GC”) subject to Protective Overlay #248 on properties described as:   
 
Lots 1, 3, 5, 7 and 9, Alice now Green Street, Fairmount Park Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick 
County, Kansas; generally located east of Grove Avenue on the southwest corner of Green and 
13th Streets North. 
 
SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING PROVISIONS OF PROTECTIVE OVERLAY DISTRICT #248: 
 
A. The following uses shall not be permitted:  hotel or motel; pawn shop; payday loan; rodeo; riding 

academy or stable; tattooing or body piercing facility; vehicle and equipment sales;  asphalt or 
concrete plant; vehicle storage yard; adult entertainment establishment; massage 
therapist/parlor; correctional placement residence; recycling collection station; reverse vending 
machine; car wash; convenience store;  kennel; night club; restaurant with drive-in or drive-thru 
facilities; service station; tavern and drinking establishment. 

      
 
SECTION 2.  That upon the taking effect of this Ordinance, the above zoning changes shall be 
entered and shown on the "Official Zoning Map" previously adopted by reference, and said 
official zoning map is hereby reincorporated as a part of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Unified 
Zoning Code as amended. 
 
 
SECTION 3.  That this Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its adoption 
and publication in the official City paper.   
  

 
 
 
ADOPTED this _____ day of ___________, 201__. 
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ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________      ______________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk        Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, Director of Law 
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ZON2010-00043   
Wichita City Council – January 4, 2011  Page 1 
 
 

         Agenda Item No. V-3 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   ZON2010-00043 – City zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential to LC 

Limited Commercial, with a PO Protective Overlay, generally located east of 
Ridge Road, south of Maple Street.  (District V) 

 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:   Planning (Consent) 
 
 
DAB V Recommendation:  Approve, vote (7-0). 
 
MAPC Recommendation:  Approve, vote (9-0). 
 
MAPD Staff Recommendation:  Approve. 
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Background:  The applicants request a zone change from SF-5 Single-family Residential (“SF-5”) to LC 
Limited Commercial (“LC”) on Lots 1 and 2, Block H, Westerlea Village Addition.  The 1.04-acre site is 
located on the southwest corner of Summitlawn Drive and University Avenue.  The applicants propose to 
redevelop the site with unspecified commercial uses.  The site is currently developed with two, one-story 
single-family residences (built 1959, 1964), which face Summitlawn Drive. 
 
The surrounding area is characterized by a mixture of single-family residences, commercial uses and 
undeveloped property zoned for commercial uses.  The properties to the south, northeast and east are 
zoned SF-5 and are developed with single-family residences (mid 1950s to mid 1960s).  The most 
immediate property located west of the site is zoned LC.  This parcel is currently being developed as a 
restaurant(s).  Properties located north of the site (across University Avenue) are zoned LC, with multiple 
Protective Overlays attached to them.  The property directly north of the subject site, across University 
Avenue, is developed with a Pizza Hut Bistro restaurant (2005).  The possible rezoning of the subject site 
and the recent rezoning (ZON2008-22 and SUB2008-97) of two residential lots/single-family residences 
located west of the subject site, leaves four SF-5 zoned residential lots/single-family residences left from 
the eight SF-5 zoned residential lots/single-family residences that were originally part of Block H of the 
Westerlea Village Addition. 
 
Although the site has been identified in the Comprehensive Plan as appropriate for “Local Commercial” 
uses, the close proximity (abutting south and across Summitlawn Drive to the east of the site) of the site 
to an established single-family neighborhood requires any commercial uses on the site to be developed so 
as to minimize any negative impact on the neighborhood.  The site was originally platted as two single-
family lots and is part of the remaining western edge of this neighborhood.  The earlier rezoning (1992 to 
2002 from SF-5 to LC) of properties located north of the site and rezoning (2008 from SF-5 to LC) of 
properties abutting, offer similar considerations to the subject site.  The properties located north of 
University Avenue and the property abutting to the west were SF-5 zoned single-family residences on 
lots platted from the same subdivision, the Westerlea Village Addition, as the subject site.  To buffer the 
abutting and adjacent existing single-family residences from the unspecified commercial development on 
the site, planning staff recommends that a Protective Overlay (PO) be approved that continues the 
development controls established during the approval of the zoning changes on the adjacent northern 
properties and the abutting western properties.  The recommended PO limits signage, lighting, noise and 
building height; requires a six foot high masonry wall and a landscape buffer along the south and east 
property lines; and prohibits certain uses that are less compatible with residential development.  If in the 
future the zoning of the residential properties to the south is changed to allow commercial uses, then the 
provisions of the Protective Overlay could be amended, but planning staff finds that any high-intensity, 
auto-oriented commercial use of the subject site not appropriate at this time. 
 
Access to the south subject lot is from Summitlawn Drive, a residential road that dead ends 300 feet 
south from the south subject site, just before Taft Avenue.  The north subject lot currently has access to 
University Avenue, also a residential road.  The proposed LC zoning would generate commercial traffic 
from the subject site onto the residential streets they currently have access to and into the residential 
neighborhood.  Complete access control onto University Avenue may be necessary, as reviewed by the 
Traffic Engineer. Possible future rezoning of the SF-5 zoned single-family residences located south of 
the site make complete access control onto University Avenue and Summitlawn Drive and cross lot 
access a critical consideration.  Planning staff recommends that the subject site be replatted to ensure that 
all access control, drainage plans, utilities and easements, cross lot access, sufficient street right-of-way 
and street improvements, including any needed guarantees, would be in place prior to the zoning being 
completed. 
 
Analysis:  At the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) meeting held December 2, 2010, the 
MAPC voted (9-0) to recommend approval of the request for LC zoning with a Protective Overlay.  The 
case was a consent item for the MAPC, and no one from the public spoke for or against the application. 
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At the DAB V meeting held December 6, 2010, the DAB voted (7-0) to recommend approval of the 
request for LC zoning with the Protective Overlay.  
 
No protests have been filed on this application. 
 
The staff recommended Protective Overlay contains the following: 
 
A. No off-site or portable signs shall be permitted on the subject property.  No signs shall be 

permitted along the face of any building or along any street frontage that faces or is across the 
street from any property that is in a residential zoning district.  Signs shall be monument style 
and all other signs shall be according to the City of Wichita Sign Code for the LC Limited 
Commercial zone district. 

  
B. Light poles shall be of the same color and design and shall have cut-off fixtures which direct 

light away from any abutting or adjacent properties that are in a residential zoning district.  Light 
poles shall be limited to a maximum height, including the base of the light pole, of 25-feet.  

  
C. Outdoor speakers and sound amplification systems shall not be permitted, with the exception of 

restaurant order boards. 
  
D. No buildings shall exceed one story in height with a maximum building height of 25 feet. 
  
E. A six (6) to eight (8) foot tall masonry wall shall be constructed parallel to the east property line 

of the subject site, where it abuts existing single-family residences and SF-5 Single-family 
Residential zoning.  A six (6) to eight (8) foot tall cedar fence shall be constructed parallel to the 
south property line of the subject site, where it abuts existing single-family residences and SF-5 
Single-family Residential zoning 

 
F. A 10-foot wide landscape buffer will be provided along the south and east sides of the subject 

site.  A minimum of five foot tall evergreens will be planted at 20-foot centers along the south 
and east sides.  Landscaping will be 1.5 times more than the minimum required by the Landscape 
Ordinance along the site’s street frontage. 

 
G. All deliveries and trash service shall be between the hours of 6 AM and 10 PM. 
  
H. The subject site shall comply with the compatibility setback standards on the interior side (south) 

and rear yards (east). 
 
I. At the time of platting, all access onto public right-of-way, cross lot access, utility easements, 

drainage and the final size and configuration of the subject site shall be resolved, per the 
standards of the Subdivision standards, as reviewed and recommended by the staff and the 
appropriate appointed and governing bodies. 

  
J. The following uses shall not be permitted: adult entertainment establishment; group residence; 

correctional placement residence; recycling collection station; reverse vending machine; car 
wash; convenience store; night club; recreation and entertainment; service station; tavern and 
drinking establishment; and vehicle repair. 

 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations in regards to the zoning request. 
 
Goal Impact:  To promote economic vitality. 
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Legal Considerations:  The ordinance has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendation/Actions: 

1. Adopt the findings of the MAPC, approve the zone change subject to the provisions of Protective 
Overlay #249, authorize the Mayor to sign the ordinance and place the ordinance on first reading 
(simple majority required).  

 
(An override of the Planning Commission’s recommendation requires a two-thirds majority vote of the 
City Council on the first hearing.) 
 
Attachments: 

• MAPC Minutes 
• DAB Memo 
• Ordinance 
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OCA150004 
 

ORDINANCE NO. ___________ 
 
AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS OR DISTRICTS OF CERTAIN 
LANDS LOCATED IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHORITY GRANTED BY 
THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY UNIFIED ZONING CODE, SECTION V-C, AS ADOPTED BY 
SECTION 28.04.010, AS AMENDED. 

 
 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY 
OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 

 
SECTION 1.  That having received a recommendation from the Planning Commission, and 
proper notice having been given and hearing held as provided by law and under authority and 
subject to the provisions of The Wichita-Sedgwick County Unified Zoning Code, Section V-C, as 
adopted by Section 28.04.010, as amended, the zoning classification or districts of the lands 
legally described hereby are changed as follows:   
 
 

Case No. ZON2010-00043 
 

Zone change request from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-5”) to LC Limited Commercial 
(“LC”), with a PO Protective Overlay on properties described as:   
 
Lots 1 and 2, Block H, Westerlea Village Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas; 
generally located east of Ridge Road, south of Maple Street, on the southwest corner of 
Summitlawn Street and University Avenue. 
 
SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING PROVISIONS OF PROTECTIVE OVERLAY DISTRICT #248: 
 
A. No off-site or portable signs shall be permitted on the subject property.  No signs shall be 

permitted along the face of any building or along any street frontage that faces or is across the 
street from any property that is in a residential zoning district.  Signs shall be monument style 
and all other signs shall be according to the City of Wichita Sign Code for the LC Limited 
Commercial zone district. 

  
B. Light poles shall be of the same color and design and shall have cut-off fixtures which direct 

light away from any abutting or adjacent properties that are in a residential zoning district.  Light 
poles shall be limited to a maximum height, including the base of the light pole, of 25-feet.  

  
C. Outdoor speakers and sound amplification systems shall not be permitted, with the exception of 

restaurant order boards. 
  
D. No buildings shall exceed one story in height with a maximum building height of 25 feet. 
  
E. A six (6) to eight (8) foot tall masonry wall shall be constructed parallel to the east property line 

of the subject site, where it abuts existing single-family residences and SF-5 Single-family 
Residential zoning.  A six (6) to eight (8) foot tall cedar fence shall be constructed parallel to the 
south property line of the subject site, where it abuts existing single-family residences and SF-5 
Single-family Residential zoning 

 
F. A 10-foot wide landscape buffer will be provided along the south and east sides of the subject 

site.  A minimum of five foot tall evergreens will be planted at 20-foot centers along the south 
and east sides.  Landscaping will be 1.5 times more than the minimum required by the 
Landscape Ordinance along the site’s street frontage. 
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G. All deliveries and trash service shall be between the hours of 6 AM and 10 PM. 
  
H. The subject site shall comply with the compatibility setback standards on the interior side 

(south) and rear yards (east). 
 
I. At the time of platting, all access onto public right-of-way, cross lot access, utility easements, 

drainage and the final size and configuration of the subject site shall be resolved, per the 
standards of the Subdivision standards, as reviewed and recommended by the staff and the 
appropriate appointed and governing bodies. 

  
J. The following uses shall not be permitted: adult entertainment establishment; group residence; 

correctional placement residence; recycling collection station; reverse vending machine; car 
wash; convenience store; night club; recreation and entertainment; service station; tavern and 
drinking establishment; and vehicle repair. 

      
 
SECTION 2.  That upon the taking effect of this Ordinance, the above zoning changes shall be 
entered and shown on the "Official Zoning Map" previously adopted by reference, and said 
official zoning map is hereby reincorporated as a part of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Unified 
Zoning Code as amended. 
 
 
SECTION 3.  That this Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its adoption 
and publication in the official City paper.   
  

 
 
 
ADOPTED this _____ day of ___________, 201__. 

 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________      ______________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk        Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, Director of Law 

118



 

 

Agenda Item No. IX-1 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
 

TO:   Wichita Airport Authority 
 
SUBJECT: Taxiway A1 Extension and Apron 
 Change Order No. 2  

Colonel James Jabara Airport 
  
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Airport Authority (Consent) 
 
 
Recommendation:   Approve the change order. 
 
Background:  On June 12, 2007 the Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) approved a project to extend 
Taxiway A1 and construct an apron for pending tenant development with a budget of $1,040,000.  On 
May 4, 2010 the WAA increased the budget to $1,750,000 to reflect the project’s final scope for 
construction.  A construction contract with Dondlinger and Sons was approved on May 25, 2010 through 
the Board of Bids process.  
   
Analysis:  In accordance with the Authority’s lease agreement with Sedgwick County for the National 
Center for Aviation Training (NCAT), the Authority was obligated to construct this taxiway and apron to 
serve the NCAT complex.  This change order provides for substitution of grass and adjusting of some 
final quantities. 
 

Amount Description Date 
Contract       $904,994   Contract with Dondlinger & Sons  5/25/2010 
CO No. 1              183  Pavement mix change, replace pavement panels 11/16/2010 
CO No. 2           2,355  Landscaping and adjusting quantities 1/4/2011 

      $907,532  Total Contract 
 
Financial Considerations:  The current project budget includes funding for this change order.  This 
change order in the amount of $2,355 represents a less than one percent increase from the original 
contract.  This project is funded through a combination of future Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
Airport Improvement Program (AIP) grant funding and general obligation bonds repaid with Airport 
revenue.  

Goal Impact:  The Airport’s contribution to the Economic Vitality of Wichita is promoted through the 
development of airfield pavements to serve the aviation community. 

Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the agreement as to legal form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the Wichita Airport Authority approve the change 
order and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Change Order No. 2.  
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Agenda Item No. IX-2 
 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
 

TO:   Wichita Airport Authority 
 
SUBJECT: Mid-Continent Drive and Bridge Rehabilitation  

Change Order No. 2 
Mid-Continent Airport 

 
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Airport Authority (Consent) 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the change order. 
 
Background: On November 25, 2008 the Wichita Airport Authority approved the project and budget to 
rehabilitate the Mid-Continent Drive bridges over Harry Street and Crossfield Road plus other portions of 
the Mid-Continent Drive pavement.  Dondlinger and Sons was awarded the construction contract through 
the Board of Bids on May 25, 2010.   
 
Analysis:  During construction several bridge defects were found and additional road patching was 
necessary due to excessive deterioration which required quantities to be adjusted.  During this work, 
pavement markings were damaged or removed.  Remarking of the entire project was deemed necessary 
for consistency and quality of markings to ensure traffic safety.  This final change order adjusts pavement 
markings to field-measured quantities.  
  
  Amount  Description Date 
Contract $859,009 Project construction, Dondlinger & Sons, Inc. 5/25/2010 
CO No. 1 69,207 Adjust quantities and bridge repairs 12/7/2010 
CO No. 2 9,530 Adjust final pavement marking quantities 1/4/2011 

$937,746 Total Cost 
 
Financial Considerations: A change order has been prepared to cover these changes in the amount of 
$9,530 which will be covered under the existing budget of $1,266,000.  This change order represents less 
than a one percent increase over the original contract. This project is funded with General Obligation 
bonds paid for with Airport Revenue.      

Goal Impact:  The Airport’s contribution to the Economic Vitality of Wichita is promoted through 
maintenance of Airport infrastructure. 

Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the change order as to legal form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the Wichita Airport Authority approve the change 
order and authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments:  Change Order No. 2. 
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STATEMENTS OF COSTS: 
 
   FAA Parking Lot Improvements. Total Cost - $1,102,280 (Plus temp note interest - $2,057.67; 
less financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at 
this time - $1,102,280.00.   (501350/454358). 
 

Apron, Phase I. Total Cost - $905,690 (Plus temp note interest - $0; less financing previously 
issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $5,205,280). Financing to be issued at this time - 
$905,690.   (501410/455361). 

 
  Apron, Phase II. Total Cost - $369,780 (Plus temp note interest - $0; less financing previously 
issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $4,648,290). Financing to be issued at this time - 
$369,780.   (501420/455361). 
 

North Cargo Building Construction. Total Cost - $6,833,940 (Plus temp note interest - 
$15,057.46; less financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to 
be issued at this time - $6,833,940.   (501400/455365). 

 
Land Acquisition, 1504 S Ridge Rd. Total Cost - $82,850 (Plus temp note interest - $0; less 

financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at this 
time - $82,850.   (501700/456368). 
 

Hangar 16 Rehab. Total Cost - $336,840 (Plus temp note interest - $3,387.44; less financing 
previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $593,257.84). Financing to be issued at this 
time - $336,840.   (501770/457375). 

 
  North Shuttle Lot. Total Cost - $2,607,190 (Plus temp note interest - $8,747.80; less financing 
previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at this time - 
$2,607,190.   (501790/457376). 

 
Street Side Pavement Rehab. Total Cost - $386,430 (Plus temp note interest - $0; less financing 

previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at this time - 
$386,430.   (501800/457379). 
 
  2204 S Tyler Building Rehab. Total Cost - $84,770 (Plus temp note interest - $0; less financing 
previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at this time - 
$84,770.   (501810/457380). 
 

Interim Customs Facility. Total Cost - $700,990 (Plus temp note interest - $1,646.14; less 
financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at this 
time - $700,990.   (501830/458385). 

 
  Administration Building Remodel. Total Cost - $1,083,520 (Plus temp note interest - 
$1,936.67; less financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to 
be issued at this time - $1,083,520.   (501822/458386). 
 

Land Acquisition, 1534 S Ridge Rd. Total Cost - $83,290 (Plus temp note interest - $0; less 
financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at this 
time - $83,290.   (501823/458387). 
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  1761 Airport Road HVAC and Refoof. Total Cost - $727,230 (Plus temp note interest - $0; 
less financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at 
this time - $727,230.   (501824/458388). 
 
  Roof Replacements 2008 - MC. Total Cost - $67,350 (Plus temp note interest - $0; less 
financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at this 
time - $67,350.   (501827/458390). 
 
  Roof Replacements 2008 - Jabara. Total Cost - $138,320 (Plus temp note interest - $0; less 
financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at this 
time - $138,320.   (510264/458390). 
 
  Jabara Taxiway F & G. Total Cost - $1,409,560 (Plus temp note interest - $3,352.86; less 
financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $209,333). Financing to be issued 
at this time - $1,409,560.   (510230/466052). 
 
  Jabara Airfield Electrical Replacement. Total Cost - $40,920 (Plus temp note interest - $0; 
less financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $707,570). Financing to be 
issued at this time - $40,920.   (510263/468053). 
 
  Landside Utilities, Phase I. Total Cost - $3,085,000 (Plus temp note interest - $7,468.21; less 
financing previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $2,319,762). Financing to be 
issued at this time - $3,085,000.   (501430/455361). 
 
  Bridge Rehab & Inspection. Total Cost - $648,160 (Plus temp note interest - $0; less financing 
previously issued - $0 and FAA, P FC or other contributions- $0). Financing to be issued at this time - 
$648,160.   (501835/458396). 
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Agenda Item No. XII-5a 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
January 4, 2011 

 
TO:    Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT:    Working Agreements and Memoranda of Understanding for Cheney Reservoir 

Watershed Water Quality Projects (All Districts) 
 
INITIATED BY:    Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:    Consent 
 
Recommendation: Approve the agreements. 
 
Background: Cheney Reservoir provides 60 percent to 70 percent of the City’s water supply.  The 
reservoir has two significant pollution problems: sedimentation, which displaces stored water and reduces 
the life of the reservoir, and phosphates from runoff, which contributes to plant life (algae) and increase 
taste and odor problems.   In 1993, the City Council approved the concept of the City assuming part of the 
cost to landowners in the reservoir watershed who implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) to 
improve water quality and extend the life of the reservoir.  Since that time, the Council has approved a 
number of annual agreements to help implement improvements in the watershed.   
 
The reservoir watershed covers more than 633,000 acres in five counties (Sedgwick, Reno, Stafford, Pratt 
and Kingman).  More than 1,460 projects have been completed in the watershed, resulting in a significant 
reduction in sediment entering the reservoir, and a reduction in taste and odor events for the City’s 
drinking water.  The Cheney Watershed Improvements project has received several national awards and is 
one of the most successful projects of its kind in the nation.   
 
There are currently four watershed agreements in place, which are presented here for renewal. 
 
Analysis:  The four proposed agreements, and the maximum total City contribution for each program, are 
listed below: 
 
1) Working Agreement for Water Quality Projects between Cheney Lake Watershed, Inc. and the City 

of Wichita (Maximum City contribution: $80,000) 
 

The proposed agreement offers incentive payments to producers who convert crop land to grass, to slow 
and filter runoff.  This practice has the greatest water quality benefits of all BMPs. Watershed modeling 
has shown that if the grass planted under the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) were returned to crop 
production under conventional tillage, the sediment load would increase by 31 percent.  
 
Under the proposed agreement, the producer would receive from the City a one-time payment of $100 per 
acre enrolled, equivalent to about 2.5 years of CRP payments.  To be eligible, the producer would have to 
certify that the land has been in crops for at least the last five years prior to seeding it to grass.  The 
producer would agree to a ten-year management plan for the land to maintain the grass and follow 
established grazing standards. A target area for this program has been identified in the watershed, but 
other sites will be considered on a case by case basis.  
 
The agreement commits the City of Wichita Water Utilities to provide a maximum of $80,000 subject to 
availability in FY2011 for producers to convert crop land to grass.   
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2)   Working Agreement with the Reno County Conservation District (RCCD) and the Cheney Watershed 
Citizens Management Committee (CMC)   (Maximum City contribution: $145,000)  
 

A management plan for the watershed has been developed by the Reno County Conservation District 
(RCCD) and the Cheney Watershed Citizens Management Committee (CMC) that identifies BMPs which 
will help reduce the pollution entering the reservoir (such as the use of terraces, grassed waterways, range 
and pasture seeding, riparian filter strips, nutrient management, conservation tillage, crop rotation, brush 
control, planned grazing systems, and developing rangeland by installing water systems, fencing and filter 
strips.)  The RCCD and the CMC are responsible for promoting and documenting the recommendations 
in the plan.  The proposed working agreement promotes the use of BMPs and establishes procedures for 
payments to producers who implement these practices and projects.   
 
The agreement also includes incentives for small community wastewater treatment plants to make 
voluntary improvements that improve the quality of their discharge.   The agreement commits the City of 
Wichita Water Utilities to provide a maximum of $145,000 subject to availability in FY 2011 to promote 
the implementation of BMPs.  
 
3)  Memorandum of Understanding with the Reno County Conservation District (RCCD) to implement 

improvements in the watershed  (Maximum City contribution: $65,042)  
   

The RCCD has acquired funds from the Water Resources Cost Share Program (WRCS) and the Non-
Point Source Pollution Control Fund (NPS) which reimburse up to 70 percent of the average cost of 
conservation practices to reduce pollution entering the reservoir.  Under the proposed MOU the City of 
Wichita would provide up to 30 percent of the average cost for the improvements.  Administration of the 
funds will be through the Cheney Watershed Citizens Management Committee, composed of landowners 
and producers in the watershed, which administers the Watershed Management Plan and promotes the 
installation of BMPs in the watershed.  The other counties in the watershed (Stafford, Pratt and Kingman 
counties) have also agreed to participate in the program.  Projects completed in those counties will be 
submitted to the City through the Reno County Conservation District.    
 
The total cost to the City shall not exceed $37,307 for WRCS projects, and $27,735 for NPS projects, for 
a total combined amount of $65,042 subject to availability in FY 2011.   

 
4)  Memorandum of Understanding with the Cheney Lake Watershed, Inc.  (Maximum City contribution: 

$35,700) 
 
The City Council on October 13, 1998 approved a memorandum of understanding (MOU) with the 
Citizen’s Management Committee (CMC), later incorporated as the Cheney Watershed, Inc., to fund a 
public relations/education position to assist in the activities of the project, and has renewed that MOU 
annually since then.  The staff position has been very successful in increasing the number of projects 
completed in the watershed, and consequently, improving the water quality in the reservoir. 
   
The total cost of the position is $41,000.  Through this MOU the City agrees to provide funds not to 
exceed $32,700 in salary, and another $3,000 for other contractual expenses, for a total of $35,700.  The 
remaining $8,300 cost of the position will be obtained from a grant from the Environmental Protection 
Agency through KDHE. 

 
Financial Considerations:   The Wichita Water Utilities 2011 Adopted Operations Budget has allocated 
$167,000 in 2011 for the entire Cheney Watershed project (all four agreements).   Although the combined 
maximum City contribution for all four agreements totals $325,742, only the first $167,000 in approved 
projects would be funded. 
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by maintaining and optimizing 
public facilities and assets.   
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Legal Considerations:  The agreements and memoranda of understanding have been approved as to form 
by the Law Department. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the agreement and 
authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments:   Agreements and Memoranda of Understanding. 
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      Agenda Item No. XII-6a 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Supplemental Design Agreement for a Multi-Use Path along I-135 to K-96 

(McAdams Park to Grove Park) (Districts I & VI) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 

 
 
Recommendation:  Approve Supplemental Agreement No. 3. 
 
Background:  On July 1, 2008, the City Council approved funding to design a multi-use path along the  
I-135 Freeway to connect McAdams Park and Grove Park.  On October 28, 2008, the City Council       
approved a design agreement with Ruggles & Bohm (R&B).  The fee was $95,000.  On March 10, 2009, 
the City Council approved Supplemental Agreement No. 1 with R&B to advance the plan completion 
date to qualify for American Recover and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding.  The fee was $9,500. The 
project was submitted in March 2009 for ARRA Transportation Enhancement funding but was not       
selected.  The project was then submitted for and preliminarily awarded an Energy Efficiency and      
Conservation Block Grant (EECBG).  On December 8, 2009, the City Council approved a change in the 
original design concept, reflecting the route that was submitted for the Grant.  On January 12, 2010, the 
City Council approved Supplemental Agreement No. 2 with R&B for revisions to the design concept.  
The full project design fee for Supplemental No. 2 was $67,500, bringing the total design contract to 
$172,000. 
  
Analysis:  The original proposed routing through the Clear Channel property, between 18th and 19th 
Streets, needs to be modified per the property owner’s request.  The proposed new route will pass through 
City property near 18th Street, and stay to the west side of the Clear Channel property approaching 19th 
Street.  Redesign work will include plan modifications and development of tract maps and legal           
descriptions for the proposed right-of-way and temporary construction easement. 
 
Supplemental No. 3 has been prepared to authorize the additional design services.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The fee for Supplemental Agreement No. 3 is $12,823.50.  Ruggles & 
Bohm’s total fee will be $184,823.50.  The funding source is the EECBG grant, within the revised budget 
approved by the Council on December 8, 2009. 
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by constructing a multi-use path for 
bike riders and pedestrians.  
 
Legal Considerations:  Supplemental Agreement No. 3 has been approved as to form by the Law       
Department. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve Supplemental Agreement 
No. 3 and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Supplemental Agreement No. 3. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT NO. 3 
 

TO THE 
 

AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES DATED OCTOBER 28, 2008 
 

BETWEEN 
 

THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 

PARTY OF THE FIRST PART, HEREINAFTER CALLED THE 
 

"CITY" 
 

AND 
 

RUGGLES & BOHM, P.A. 
 
 

PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, HEREINAFTER CALLED THE 
 

"ENGINEER" 
 
 
 
 
WITNESSETH: 
 
 WHEREAS, there now exists a Contract (dated October 28, 2008) between the two parties covering 
engineering services to be provided by the ENGINEER in conjunction with the construction of improve-
ments for a BIKE PATH ALONG I-135 TO K-96 (Project No. 472 84740, OCA No. 706982). 
 
 WHEREAS, Paragraph IV. B. of the above referenced Contract provides that additional work be per-
formed and additional compensation be paid on the basis of a Supplemental Agreement duly entered into 
by the parties, and 
 
 WHEREAS, it is the desire of both parties that the ENGINEER provide additional services required for 
the PROJECT and receive additional compensation (as revised herein): 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, the parties hereto mutually agree as follows: 
 
A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 The description of the improvements that the CITY intends to construct and thereafter called the 
"PROJECT" as stated on page 1 of the above referenced agreement is hereby amended to include the 
following: 

Bike Path Rerouted 
(modifying the route to the far west edge of Clear Channel property) 

 
B.  PAYMENT PROVISIONS 
 The lump sum fee and the accumulated partial payment limits in Section IV. A. shall be amended as 
follows: 
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 Payment to the ENGINEER for the performance of the professional services as outlined in this 
supplemental agreement shall be made on the basis of the lump sum fee specified below: 
 

706982               $12,823.50 

C. PROVISIONS OF THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT 
 The parties hereunto mutually agree that all provisions and requirements of the existing Contract, not 
specifically modified by this Supplemental Agreement, shall remain in force and effect. 
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the CITY and the ENGINEER have executed this Supplemental Agree-
ment as of this __________ day of ____________________, 2011 
. 
 
 
 
  BY ACTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
 
 
  ______________________________ 
  Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Gary Rebenstorf, Director of Law 
 
 
  RUGGLES & BOHM, P.A. 
 
 
  ______________________________ 
     (Name & Title) 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
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         Agenda Item No. XII-6b 
      

 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
January 4, 2011 

 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT:  Supplemental Agreement for Design Services for improvements to the Big 

Slough South (south of 47th Street South, west of I-135 Freeway) (District III)  
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities    
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
Recommendation:   Approve the supplemental agreement. 

Background:   On July 13, 2010, the City entered into an agreement with Professional Engineering 
Consultants (PEC) to design drainage improvements at the Big Slough South at the Kansas Turnpike.  
The fee was $129,420. The improvement will replace and expand a box culvert under the Kansas 
Turnpike.  The project will provide flood protection for existing neighborhoods in the area, with an 
estimated 150 houses removed from the floodplain post construction.   The larger structure will also aid in 
the development of a large, vacant commercial tract upstream of the culvert.   

Analysis:   Additional FEMA mapping work is required of the consultant and the developer that was not 
expected when the project was initiated.  This will insure that the residential properties are properly       
removed from the floodplain upon completion of the project.  The fee for the supplemental agreement is 
$25,353. 
  
Financial Considerations:  PEC’s total fee including the supplemental agreement will be $154,773, with 
80% paid by General Obligation bonds and 20% by special assessments to the Southfork development.   
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by providing drainage        
improvements for a new commercial development and an existing residential area. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Department of Law has approved the supplemental agreement as to legal 
form. 

Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the supplemental 
agreement and authorize the necessary signatures. 

Attachments:  Supplemental Agreement. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT 
 

TO THE 
 

AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES DATED JULY 13, 2010 
 

BETWEEN 
 

THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 

PARTY OF THE FIRST PART, HEREINAFTER CALLED THE 
 

"CITY" 
 

AND 
 

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P.A. 
 

PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, HEREINAFTER CALLED THE 
 

"ENGINEER" 
 
 
 
 
WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, there now exists a Contract (dated July 13, 2010) between the two parties covering 
engineering services to be provided by the ENGINEER in conjunction with the DRAINAGE 
IMPROVEMENTS OF BIG SLOUGH SOUTH (RIVERSIDE DRAINAGE) AT THE KANSAS TURNPIKE 
(Storm Water Drain No. 361)  (Project No. 468 84636). 
 
 WHEREAS, Paragraph IV. B. of the above referenced Contract provides that additional work be 
performed and additional compensation be paid on the basis of a Supplemental Agreement duly entered 
into by the parties, and 
 
 WHEREAS, it is the desire of both parties that the ENGINEER provide additional services required for 
the PROJECT and receive additional compensation (as revised herein): 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, the parties hereto mutually agree as follows: 
 
A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 The description of the improvements that the CITY intends to construct and thereafter called the 
"PROJECT" as stated on page 1 of the above referenced agreement is hereby amended to include the 
following: 

 
Additional Scope of Services 

(see Exhibit “C”) 

B.  PAYMENT PROVISIONS 
The lump sum fee and the accumulated partial payment limits in Section IV. A. shall be amended as 
follows: 
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Payment to the ENGINEER for the performance of the professional services as outlined in this 
supplemental agreement will increase the total contract by $25,353.00.  

 
C. PROVISIONS OF THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT 
 The parties hereunto mutually agree that all provisions and requirements of the existing Contract, 
not specifically modified by this Supplemental Agreement, shall remain in force and effect. 

 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the CITY and the ENGINEER have executed this Supplemental 
Agreement as of this __________ day of ____________________, 2010. 
 
 
 
 
  BY ACTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
 
 
 
  _____________________________________ 
  Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Gary Rebenstorf, Director of Law 
 
 
  PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P.A. 

 
 
 
  _____________________________________ 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
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Exhibit “C” 

 
 

SCOPE OF SERVICES (additional) 
for 

DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS OF BIG SLOUGH SOUTH 
(RIVERSIDE DRAINAGE) AT THE KANSAS TURNPIKE 

(Storm Water Drain No. 361) 
 Project No. 468 84636 

 
 

1. Flood study analysis to determine flood plain limits based upon proposed structure. 
2. Downstream analysis and effects of increased capacity of proposed structure. 
3. Determination of public benefits. 
4. Estimation of size and cost of replacement structure. 
5. Attendance of public meetings, meetings/discussions with Riverside Drainage District (RDD), and 

meetings/discussions with KTA of proposed structure. 
6. Drafting and coordination of Interlocal Agreement between KTA, CITY and the RDD. 
7. Drafting and coordination of easement agreement between RDD and CITY. 
8. Preparation of exhibits for meetings. 
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Agenda Item No. XII-7a 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Change Order No. 1:  Nomar International Market 
                                        (District VI) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA: Consent 
 
 
Recommendation: Approve Change Order No. 1. 
 
Background:  On November 3, 2009, the City Council approved a construction contract with Walz 
Harman Huffman Construction, Inc. to build the Nomar International Market.  A number of work items 
were identified after the project was let that should be addressed as a change order.  
 
Analysis:  The additional work items include staining concrete panels, additional lighting, a roof ladder 
and steel scrolls at porch posts. Also, an abandoned concrete footing was uncovered under the old parking 
lot that needed to be removed. The majority of the items in the change order are add alternates that were 
in the original bid. The remaining items are extra work that needed to be performed in order to address 
changed site conditions.  An itemized list of the work items is included in the attached change order 
document. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The total cost of the additional work is $31,360 with the total paid by 
General Obligation bonds. The original contract amount is $598,900. This change order represents 5.24% 
of the original contract amount. Funding is available within the existing project budget. 
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Quality of Life goal by providing a cultural facility for the 
community. 
 
Legal Considerations: The Law Department has approved the change order as to legal form.  The 
change order amount is within the 10% of construction contract cost limit set by City Council policy. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the change order and 
authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Change Order No. 1. 
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 [DATE] 
PUBLIC WORKS – BUILDING SERVICES DIVISION CHANGE ORDER 
 
To:  Walz Harman Huffman Construction, Inc.    Project: Nomar International Market  
  5615 E. Huffman Dr.     Construction – FB 930201 
 Kechi, KS 67067 
 
Change Order No.:  One (1) Project No.:  N/A 
Purchase Order No.:  930909 OCA No.:  792523 
CHARGE TO OCA No.:  792523 PPN: 435455  
        
Please perform the following extra work at a cost not to exceed    $31,360.00 
 
Additional Work:   
 

1. Staining of concrete patterns…………………………………….…..….$10,542.00 
2. Install Niche Up-Lights………………………………………….…..….$7,182.00 
3. Install roof scuttle and ladder……………………………………. ….…$1,500.00 
4. Install colored roof tile at high tower…………………………….….….$1,100.00 
5. Omit specified steel scroll at porch posts…………………………..…..($245.00) 
6. Install new steel scrolls at porch posts…………………………….…....$1,611.00 
7. Install fire extinguisher at hallway………………………………….…..$280.00 
8. Remove residual concrete footing at the 

parking lot and cart away……………………………………………….$1,725.00 
9. Omit specified Bradley Hand Dryers…………………………………...($525.00) 
10. Install Bradley World Hand Dryers……………………………………..$873.00 
11. Omit section of planter………………………………………………….$($703.00)             
12. Add 4 feet of fence………………………………………………..…… $484.00 
13. Provide electric conduits to future Light Pole locations………………...$981.00 
14. Haul decorative bricks from Public works depot to site………………...$507.00 
15. Mount finials including all necessary brackets………………………….$3,207.00 
16. Supply customized “N” and “O” letters in the NOMAR logo………… $400.00 
17. Construct tile inlets at columns………………………………………….$927.00 
18. Install grilles at restroom ceilings……………………………………… $474.00 
19. Install electric 

receptacle for irrigation controller………………………$112.00 
20. Leave temporary security fence around building and around the  

         Gateway Tower location for an extra 3 months………...……………… $928.00 
 
          TOTAL……. $31,360.00 
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Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price          Extension 
1. Staining of concrete patterns           Bid              1         $10,542.00        $10,542.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Executed bid Add Alternate #6 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price          Extension 
2. Install Niche Up-Lights                       Bid              1         $7,182.00           $7,182.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Executed bid Add Alternate #10 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price        Extension 
3. Install roof scuttle and ladder           Bid              LS      $1,500.00         $1,500.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Executed bid Add Alternate #7 
 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price        Extension 
4. Install colored roof tile at high tower          Bid              LS      $1,100.00         $1,100.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Executed bid Add Alternate #13 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price        Extension 
5. Omit specified steel scroll at porch posts    Negot’d            20       ($12.25)            ($245.00) 
 
Reason for Omission…………………………Scrolls discovered to be too small 
 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price        Extension 
6. Install new steel scrolls at porch posts     Negot’d           20        $80.55             $1,611.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work…………………Larger scrolls better fit for porch posts 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price        Extension 
7. Install fire extinguisher at hallway      Negot’d             1       $280.00             $280.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… OCI requested during final inspection 
 
 
 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price        Extension 
8. Remove residual concrete footing       Negot’d           LS       $1,725.00         $1,725.00 
    at parking lot and cart away 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Abandoned concrete footings discovered under 
                 old parking lot 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price        Extension 
9. Omit specified Bradley Hand Dryers            Negot’d              2        ($262.50)         ($525.00) 
 
Reason for Omission……….………………… Requested by PW Maintenance – inferior quality 
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Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price        Extension 
10. Install Bradley World Hand Dryers             Negot’d              2       $436.50            $873.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Requested by PW Maintenance – superior quality 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty     Unit Price        Extension 
11. Omit section of planter                  Negot’d           LS       ($703.00)         ($703.00) 
 
Reason for Omission………………………… Protruding onto the sidewalk 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty    Unit Price         Extension 
12. Install 4’ of perimeter fence      Negot’d            LS     $484.00             $484.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Discrepancy in dimensions on the drawing 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty    Unit Price         Extension 
13. Provide electrical conduits to       Negot’d            LS     $981.00.00        $981.00 
      future light pole locations 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… To cater for future market needs 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty    Unit Price         Extension 
14. Haul decorative bricks from Public     Negot’d            LS      $507.00             $507.00 
      Works depot to site 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Mistakenly omitted from original contract 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty    Unit Price         Extension 
15. Mount finials including all necessary    Negot’d            LS      $3,207.00          $3,207.00 
       Brackets 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… After manufacture, the Art piece ceramic 

         finials weight was much greater than anticipated 
         leading to changes in structural mounting 
         specifications and detailing 

 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty    Unit Price         Extension 
16. Supply customized “N” and “O” letters      Negot’d             2       $200.00              $400.00 
in the  NOMAR logo           
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Both letters patented therefore requiring 

         customization 
 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty    Unit Price         Extension 
17. Construct art tile inlets at columns     Negot’d           LS      927.00               $927.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Artist donated decorative tiles hence need for  

         this space 
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Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty    Unit Price         Extension 
18. Install grilles at restroom ceilings      Negot’d           LS      $474.00             $474.00 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… OCI requested during final inspection 
 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty    Unit Price         Extension 
19. Install electric receptacle for irrigation    Negot’d            LS      $112.00             $112.00 
      Control 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… Mistakenly omitted from original contract 
 
 
Item                               Negot’d/Bid    Qty    Unit Price         Extension 
20. Leave temporary security fence around    Negot’d            LS      $928.00             $928.00 
      building and around the Gateway 
      Tower location for an extra 3 months 
 
 
Reason for Additional Work………………… For protection of building and Plaza during   

         street construction 
 
         TOTAL……. $31,360.00 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CIP Budget Amount: $761,888.00 Original Contract Amt.: $598,900.00 
 
Consultant:  LawKingdon Architects Current CO Amt.: $31,360.00 
Exp. & Encum. To Date: $695,004.18 Amt. of  Previous CO’s: $0 
                                              Total of All CO’s: $31,360.00 
CO Amount: $31,360.00 % of Orig. Contract / 10% Max.: 5.24% 
Unencum. Bal. After CO: $35,523.82       Adjusted Contract Amt.: $630,260.00 
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Recommended By:                                                        Approved: 
 
______________________   ________                        ________________________   _______ 
Migwi Karugu                          Date                                    Ed Martin                                         Date         
Project Manager                                                                     Building Services Manager 
 
Approved:                                                                     Approved: 
                                       
______________________   ________                         _______________________   ________ 
Contractor                                  Date                                     James Armour                               Date     
                                                                                                Ag Director of Public Works 
 
Approved as to Form: By Order of the City Council: 
 
_______________________   ______                                       
Gary Rebenstorf   Date        Carl Brewer                                   Date 
Director of Law           Mayor 
 
 
 
 
 Attest:____________________________ 
    City Clerk 
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Agenda Item No. XII-7b 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Change Order No. 3:  Paving and Drainage Improvements in Cedar View Village 

Addition (east of Greenwich, south of Kellogg) (District II) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA: Consent 
 
 
Recommendation: Approve Change Order No. 3. 
 
Background:  On October 7, 2008, the City Council approved a construction contract with APAC-
Kansas Inc., Shears Division to construct streets and drainage improvements in Cedar View Village 
Addition.  After the contract was awarded, the developer changed the planned street alignments which 
resulted in the relocation of private gas and electric lines and delayed the completion of the project for 
fourteen months. The project delay caused a number of additional work items that should be addressed by 
change order.   
 
Analysis:  A storm water detention pond and utility easements have eroded and need to be re-graded.  
A turf reinforcement mat should be installed to line the pond and mitigate future erosion.  A storm sewer 
manhole and fire hydrant need to be adjusted, and 122 feet of sidewalk removed and replaced to comply 
with the Americans with Disabilities Act. An itemized list of the work is included in the attached change 
order document.  
 
Financial Considerations:  The total cost of the additional work is $18,861 with the total paid by special 
assessments. The original contract amount is $269,768. This change order plus previous change orders 
represents 10% of the original contract amount. Funding is available within the existing project budget. 
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by paving streets and constructing 
drainage improvements in a new residential subdivision. 
 
Legal Considerations: The Law Department has approved the change order as to legal form.  The 
change order amount is within the 25% of construction contract cost limit set by City Council policy. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve Change Order No. 3 and 
authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Change Order No. 3. 
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 November 24, 2010 
PUBLIC WORKS-ENGINEERING CHANGE ORDER 
 
To:   APAC- Kansas, Inc., Shears Division Project: SWD #343, tied w/ SWS #640 tied w/Bristol  
   Circle paving to serve Cedar View Village  
   Addition (east of Greenwich, south of  
   Kellogg) 
Change Order No.:  3 Project No.:  468-84463/468-84464/472-84637 
Purchase Order No.:  801195 OCA No.:  (751474)/(751473)/(766210) 
CHARGE TO OCA No.: 751473 = $12,001.50 PPN:  485365/485364/490228 
                                           766210 = $6,859.00  

    
Please perform the following extra work at a cost not to exceed    $18,860.50 
 
Additional Work:  This subdivision was re-platted and the alignment of the street changed after 
utilities were installed.  The utility relocation took 14 months to complete.  The contractor 
needed to re-grade eroded areas upon remobilization to the project.  Remove and Replace 122’ of 
sidewalk to meet ADA Compliance.  Adjust a SWS Manhole and fire hydrant.  Install erosion 
matt around pond to prevent further erosion.  All costs for the changes will be charged to the 
development. 
 
Reason for Additional Work:  
Item #1 – Due to a 14 month delay in the project, the contractor is to rework the pond due to erosion, re-grade utility easements 
due to utility relocates, and touch up any lots or easements where erosion has occurred. 
Item Negot’d/Bid Qty Unit Price Extension 
Charge to OCA (751473)  -  ADD 
Re-grading Negot’d 1 LS @ 7402.50 = $7,402.50 

Item #2 – To meet ADA compliance with the revised grades, the contractor is to remove and replace 122’ of existing sidewalk at 
the entrance to Cedar View Village.  
Item Negot’d/Bid Qty Unit Price Extension 
Charge to OCA (766210)  -  OVERRUN 
Sidewalk Concrete (4")       Bid 122 lf @ 8.00 =  $976.00 
Concrete Sidewalk Removed Bid 122 lf @ 1.50 = $183.00 

Item #3 – A Storm Sewer MH @ station 10+55 LT needs to be adjusted up 1’ to get positive drainage.  A fire hydrant @ station 
21+54.99 RT needs to be adjusted up 1.5’ to get it above the back of the new curb. 
Item Negot’d/Bid Qty Unit Price Extension 
Charge to OCA (766210)  -  ADD 
Adjust MH/FH Negot’d 1 LS @ 2,200.00 =  $2,200.00 

Item #4 – The pond had major erosion due to the adjacent field and parking lot draining into it.  The contractor is to install 639 
SY of Permanent Turf Reinforcement Mat at various locations around the pond. 
Item Negot’d/Bid Qty Unit Price Extension 
Charge to OCA (751473)  -  ADD 
Erosion Mat Negot’d 1 LS @ 4,599.00 =  $4,599.00 

Item #5 – Cracks were found in the existing asphalt pavement.  Five cracks, each approximately 1” wide and 20’ long, were 
milled out and replaced with new asphalt.   
Item Negot’d/Bid Qty Unit Price Extension 
Charge to OCA (766210)  -  ADD 
Crack Repair Negot’d 1 LS @ 3,500.00 =  $3,500.00 
      
     Total = $18,860.50 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 178



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Recommended By: Approved: 

        
Greg Baalman, P.E. Date Jim Armour, P.E. Date 
Construction Engineer City Engineer 
 Co-Director, Public Works & Utilities 
 
Approved: By Order of the City Council: 

        
Contractor Date Carl Brewer Date 
  Mayor 
 
Approved as to Form:  

    Attest:____________________________ 
Gary Rebenstorf Date              City Clerk 
Director of Law   

  

CIP Budget Amount: $58,000.00 (751474); Original Contract Amt.: $269,768.01 
$183,000.00 (751473); $226,600.00 (766210) 
Consultant: MKEC Current CO Amt.: $18,860.50 
Total Exp. & Encum. To Date: $107,948.66 (751473) Amt. of  Previous CO’s: $7,578.75 
                                                      $174,290.57 (766210) Total of All CO’s: $26,439.25 
                                                      % of Orig. Contract / 25% Max.: 10% 
CO Amount: $18,860.50 Adjusted Contract Amt.: $296,207.26 
Unencum. Bal. After CO: $63,049.84 (751473) 
                                             $45,450.43 (766210) 
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Agenda Item No. XII-9 
CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council Members 
 
SUBJECT:  Exchange of Property Along Union Pacific Rail Corridor for the Heartland 

Preparedness Center Project (District I) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Recommendation:  Approve the exchange. 
  
Background:  The City of Wichita and Sedgwick County have entered into an agreement with the 
Federal government to develop a centralized facility for National Guard and Army Reserve use.  The site 
is located on City owned land east of I-135 and south of the Union Pacific railroad rail line.  The City’s 
commitment to the project includes development of access to the site, along with a variety of other 
infrastructure improvements.  As part of the project, sufficient access must be provided to the site.  After 
reviewing several alternatives, it was determined that the safest and most efficient method would be to 
develop a road along the south side of the railroad right of way from Hillside to the proposed site.  This 
access can be easily controlled, does not impact the adjoining neighborhood and does not require crossing 
the rail corridor.   
 
Analysis:  Development of this access will require the acquisition of five parcels from three owners.  
Four of the parcels have been acquired.  This is the final tract needed for the project.  It consists of the 
south 25 feet of the Union Pacific Railroad corridor from Hillside to approximately 2,455 feet west of 
Hillside.  The described parcel contains 1.389 acres and is undeveloped.  The railroad has agreed to grant 
the City an easement for this land in exchange for a strip of City owned land immediately west of Grove 
Street and north of the rail corridor.  The City parcel is also 25 feet wide and undeveloped.  It is 1.402 
acres in size.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source for the project is General Obligation Bonds.  There is no 
cost for the acquisition, however; a budget of $ 5,000 is requested for closing costs, title insurance and 
administrative fees.   
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of this parcel is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by improving 
access to the proposed facility. 
  
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the contract as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the Budget; 2) 
Approve the Easement Exchange Agreement and 3) Authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Aerial maps and easement exchange agreement. 
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         Agenda Item No. XII-10 
       

 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
January 4, 2011 

    
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:    Proposed 2011 Contracted Street Maintenance Program (All Districts)   
 
INITIATED BY:   Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:    Consent  
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the Contracted Street Maintenance Program. 
 
Background:  Each year, funding is allocated in the City’s budget for contracted repairs and resurfacing 
of City streets.  The Contract Street Maintenance Program (CMP) provides maintenance work including 
concrete repairs, curb and gutter repairs, bridge repairs, crack repairs, and asphalt surface treatments of 
City streets.   The CMP supplements work done by City crews and are funded by the Street Maintenance 
budget. 
 
Analysis:  The City of Wichita is responsible for maintenance of approximately 1,795 miles of paved 
streets, and 93 miles of dirt streets.  In addition, the City maintains 348 vehicular bridges and 36 
pedestrian bridges.  The Department of Public Works & Utilities utilizes a computerized Pavement 
Management System (PMS) to assess the street conditions throughout the City, and prioritize needed 
repairs.  Staff uses this information, along with citizen input and Capital Improvement Program planning 
documents, to develop the maintenance program.     
 
As proposed, the 2011 program will provide repairs to approximately 16.87 lane miles of arterial streets, 
and 28.96 lane miles of collector and residential streets.  In addition, the program will address numerous 
other concerns, including replacement of a pedestrian bridge, Americans with Disabilities Act mandated 
upgrades to wheelchair ramps, and the provision of engineering oversight and inspection.  The program 
also includes $1 million in locations originally approved in the 2010 CMP.  
 
Financial Considerations:  The proposed total expenditure for Contracted Street Maintenance Program 
is $6,000,000.  Funds have been approved in the 2011 budget for the program.   
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by providing improved, safer 
streets throughout the City.  
 
Legal Considerations:  There are no legal considerations. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the 2011 Contract Street 
Maintenance Program. 
 
Attachments:   Informational packet. 
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Agenda Item No. XII-11 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 

 
TO:       Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: Support of Sedgwick County’s application for Juvenile Accountability Block 

Grant (JABG) funding 
 
INITIATED BY: Wichita Police Department 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the waiver of funding. 
 
Background:  Since approximately 1999, Sedgwick County and the City of Wichita have been awarded 
the Juvenile Accountability Block Grant (JABG) through the Juvenile Justice Authority of the State of 
Kansas. The purpose of these grants has been to financially support juvenile initiatives/programs that 
focus on intervention and prevention within the community. The City of Wichita recently received notice 
from Sedgwick County that the 2011 Juvenile Accountability Block Grant allocation has been 
determined. The total amount of the grant is $30,639; $13,455 of which is allocated for the City of 
Wichita.  In order to receive this funding, the City of Wichita would need to make application designating 
the funding for specific programs related to juvenile justice.  The application is due March 31, 2011 and 
requires a ten percent match from the receiving agency. 
 
Historically, the City of Wichita has waived the right to apply for this funding and requested that 
Sedgwick County, as primary provider of juvenile justice services in the area, be allocated the designated 
funds.  
 
Analysis:  The Juvenile Justice Authority requests a letter of support from City of Wichita indicating the 
City declines the award and requests the funds be allocated to the Sedgwick County Department of 
Corrections for use by the juvenile diversion program in the District Attorney’s Office. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The City of Wichita will waive the right to apply for $13,455 in Juvenile 
Accountability Block Grant Funding.  
    
Goal Impact: Under the City of Wichita’s Safe and Secure Initiative, the additional funding will help to 
ensure the Police Department can continue its emphasis on the community policing philosophy. This 
philosophy relies on the positive interactions between the police, other governmental and non-
governmental agencies, and the community to best address our community’s needs regarding safety, 
crime prevention, and crime-related quality-of-life issues.    
 
Legal Considerations:  There are no legal considerations. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the waiver of funding and 
authorize the appropriate signatures on the letter of support. 
 
Attachments:  Letter of support. 
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Agenda Item No. XII-12 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
 

TO:        Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:        2011 Narcotic Seizure Fund Budget 
 
INITIATED BY:    Wichita Police Department 
 
AGENDA:         Consent 
 
Recommendation:  Adopt the budget for the Narcotic Seizure Fund. 
 
Background:  The Wichita Police Department has utilized the Narcotic Seizure Fund for 
approximately a decade to fund drug-related Police operations.  The Narcotic Seizure Fund 
consists of monies from federal, state, and other agencies obtained as a result of 
investigations into illegal enterprises such as the possession and sale of narcotics.  After the 
judicial process is completed, the funds are awarded to the Department.  The Wichita Police 
Department adheres to stringent federal and state guidelines in accounting for and using the 
Narcotic Seizure funds.  
 
Analysis:  The budget for the Narcotic Seizure Fund is adopted to permit the expenditure of 
funds forfeited to the Wichita Police Department.  Federal and state regulations require 
separate accounts for assets forfeited under different forfeiture programs.   
 
Financial Considerations:  As of November 30, 2010, the Narcotic Seizure Fund balance 
totaled $554,681.  The following budget is recommended for 2011: 

                

 
Amount 

Undercover buy money  $  69,000  
Undercover vehicle maintenance   42,000  
Undercover fleet replacement   50,000  
Undercover vehicle fuel   45,000  
Undercover equipment   25,000  
Undercover rent   30,800  
Law enforcement training   30,000  
Annual audit     3,000  
Utilities     4,500 
Advertising        700 
Contingency/helicopter*  100,000  
 TOTAL $400,000  

  *Contingency balance subject to change based on final Fund balance at the end of 2010. 
 
Goal Impact:  Provide a Safe and Secure Community by placing an emphasis on eliminating 
illegal enterprises such as the possession and sale of narcotics. 
 
Legal Considerations:  Federal and State laws require local units of government to use 
forfeited assets to supplement the funds dedicated to law enforcement and prohibit 
supplanting local funds with forfeited assets.  
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council adopt the Narcotic 
Seizure Fund budget. 
 
Attachments:   None.  
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         Agenda Item No. XII-13 
 

 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
January 4, 2011 

 
 
    
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
    
SUBJECT:  Contract Renewal with Sedgwick County for Housing First Funding 
 
INITIATED BY: Housing and Community Services Department  
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:   Approve the contract agreement renewal and authorize the necessary signatures.   
 
Background:  In 2006, the Wichita City Council and the Sedgwick County Commission authorized a Task 
Force on Ending Chronic Homelessness.  The Task Force held meetings and conducted research over an 18-
month period, and presented its recommendations to both elected bodies in March, 2008.  One of the 
recommendations was the creation of a Housing First program, which both governmental units endorsed.  It was 
later agreed that the costs for the rental subsidies for the Housing First program would be evenly split between 
the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County, and that the City of Wichita would administer the program. 
 
Analysis:  According to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development a "chronically homeless" 
person is defined as "an unaccompanied homeless individual with a disabling condition who has either been 
continuously homeless for a year or more, or has had at least four episodes of homelessness in the past three 
years.”  Housing First is a national model which has proven effective in addressing the needs of this population. 
In Wichita’s Housing First program, participants are provided permanent housing in apartments located in 
scattered sites in the community.  They are required to meet weekly with a case manager and to adhere to the 
terms of their lease.  Rent is provided for the units until such time as the participant can live independent of the 
assistance, or until/unless some other housing arrangement is deemed more appropriate. 
 
Since the program began housing people in March, 2009, a total of 93 have been placed (as of December 1, 
2010).  Most have done well, although there have been 15 terminations for program violations.  Ten people left 
the program because their income increased and they no longer needed the assistance.  Seven people moved to 
be closer to family, and two people entered a treatment facility.  Fifty people remained in housing for over one 
year; one person died while in housing. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The 2011 budget for rent and utilities is $382,736 for 64 units of housing.  The City 
Council has approved funding from the General Fund and federal funds, equal to half this amount.  Sedgwick 
County has approved funding for the balance.  This is the third year of funding for the program. 
   
Goal Impact:  Approval of this funding will impact the Economic Vitality & Affordable Living goal. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the contract agreement renewal as to 
form. 
     
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the contract agreement renewal 
and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Contract agreement renewal.  
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     Agenda Item No. XII-14 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

January 4, 2011 
      
TO:    Mayor and City Council 

SUBJECT:   2011 Senior Wednesday Program - WATER Center (District III) 

INITIATED BY:  Department of Public Works & Utilities   

AGENDA:   Consent 

 
Recommendation:  Authorize receipt of the Senior Wednesdays program funding. 

Background:  The WATER Center is part of a local, informal coalition of museums, which provides 
monthly programming, Senior Wednesdays for active seniors in the Wichita community. The program 
directly impacts the health of senior adults by enhancing their quality of life through community 
involvement, lifelong learning and the opportunity to socialize with other senior adults. The WATER 
Center has hosted Senior Wednesdays since 2005 and has received funding for the program through a 
portion of a Kansas Health Foundation Recognition Grant since 2006.     

Analysis: The WATER Center received notice that the Senior Wednesday’s program had been awarded a 
Kansas Health Foundation Recognition Grant. Each year, a different museum seeks the funding to support 
the Senior Wednesday programming at all of the ten participating museums.  The grant was submitted 
and will be managed in 2011 by Exploration Place. The grant money will be used to offset the marketing 
expenses associated with the program and to fund the program supplies and presentations of the ten 
museums involved in presenting Senior Wednesday’s programs including the WATER Center. 

Financial Considerations:  The total of the grant award for the ten participating museums is $12,795.  
The WATER Center’s portion of the grant awarded is $1,481. There is no match required.  The WATER 
Center agrees to:  

• Use the grant monies toward Senior Wednesdays programming, and 
• Make available, on request by the Kansas Health Foundation, all financial and other records relating 

to Senior Wednesdays. 
 

Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Quality of Life goal by educating senior citizens on water 
pollution and conservation concepts to protect the City’s natural resources.   
Legal Considerations:  There are no legal considerations. 

Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended the City Council approve receipt of the grant award. 
 

Attachment:  Kansas Health Foundation Recognition Grant Award Letter, directed to Exploration Place, 
and subsequent Allocation Chart
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